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Walter  Fryers 

From:  "Howard  Rennick"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com> 

To:  <wfryers@telus.net> 

Sent:  Friday,  December  30,  2005  1 :05  AM 

Subject:  Re:  Outreach  item 

The  outreach  item  looks  like  a  good  idea.  It  will  get 
our  name  'out  there',  and  the  more  we  do  that,  the 
better.  The  most  important  thing  we  can  do  is  stress 
that  Technocracy's  plan  is  the  only  one  that  can  work 
long  term  to  maintain  even  a  semblance  of  our  current 
standard  of  living  on  this  continent.  Any  other  plan 
is  a  half-assed  measure  that  will  not  work. 

ho  ward  r 


Yahoo!  for  Good  -  Make  a  difference  this  year. 
http://brand.yahoo.com/cybergivingweek2005/ 


12/30/2005 
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Walter  Fryers 

From:  <editors@energybulletin.net> 

To:  <wfryers@telus.net> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  December  28,  2005  12:07  AM 

Subject:  EnergyBulletin.net:  article  status 

Dear  Mr.  Walter  R.  Fryers, 

Thank  you  for  submitting  an  article  to  EnergyBulletin.net. 

EnergyBulletin  depends  on  contributors  such  as  yourself  to  keep  the  site  current  and  informative,  and 
we  appreciate  your  help. 

Unfortunately,  we  were  not  able  to  approve  the  article  as  submitted  -  theres  simply  not  enough  there. 

regards 

Liam 

co-editor  EnergyBulletin.net 


12/29/2005 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Conference,  List"  <conference@technocracy.ca> 

Sent:  Tuesday,  December  27,  2005  1:16PM 

Subject:  An  Outlook  Item 

I  am  trying  to  send  this  item  to  some  Peak  Oil  websites.  They  all  seem  to  think  the  way  to  survive 
is  localization  and  community  self-suffiency.  That  is  a  deadend  myopic  approach.  If  you  think 
this  item  is  useful,  please  forward  it  as  you  see  fit.  Walt  Fryers. 

THE  CONTINENTAL  OUTLOOK 


It's  time  now  for  the  Continental  Outlook. 

This  continent  of  North  America  is  an  integrated  economy,  physically  and  culturally,  though  not 
politically  or  financially.  The  imminent  threat  to  survival  presented  by  Peak  Oil  and  Gas  requires  us  to 
seek  a  new  arrangement  that  will  provide  the  means  of  survival  for  the  350  +  million  citizens  in  this 
continental  area.    This  implies  a  new  form  of  governance  as  the  present  structure  fails. 

North  America  is  a  physical  unit,  bound  together  with  networks  of  pipe  lines  for  gas  and  oil,  and  for 
electrical  energy;  and  networks  of  highways,  raillines,  airways,  and  waterways.  America  has  the 
geographical  base,  the  forests,  the  minerals,  the  agricultural  complex,  the  climate  variations,  the 
fisheries.  It  has  the  factories,  the  installed  infra-structure  and  the  trained  and  competent  work  force,  for 
long  term  survival. 

All  parts  are  interdependent.  No  significant  part  is  independent. 

The  efficient  and  economical  use  of  available  energy  will  require  continuance  of  large  scale  highly 
mechanized  operations  to  provide  food,  fibre,  lumber,  minerals,  and  most  other  vital  components  of  the 
economy,  including  essential  consumer  goods.  Localized  community  initiatives  can  contribute 
marginally  when  the  required  supply  of  energy  is  available. 

'Plan  B'  must  be  continental.  There  is  only  one  such  plan.  It  is  the  Technocracy,  an  operational  design 
for  America,  originally  presented  in  1933,  by  M.  King  Hubbert,  among  others.    It  uses  energy  as  the 
measure  and  control  of  production  and  consumption. 

This  will  be  the  New  America.   A  solution  as  large  as  the  problem.  We  must  not  fail.  The  survival  of  all 
or  most  of  the  350  +  million  citizens  of  the  N.A.  area  will  depend  upon  it. 


24/12/05 


Walter  Fryers,  Edmonton,  AB.,  Canada. 


12/27/2005 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:         "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Smith,  Boyd"  <norca@interbaun.com>;  "Schoettler,  Tyson"  <tysons@ece.ua)berta.ca>;  "Rennick, 

Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com>;  "Melnychuk,  Lee"  <sscweb@ualberta.ca>;  "McCormick,  Lynn" 
<Mickilyn@interbaun.com>;  "Kordellas,  Nicolas"  <nick.kordellas@utoronto.ca>;  "Gregory,  Lillian" 
<lmgregory@shaw.ca>;  "Gregory,  John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca>;  "Fryers,  Walter  R." 
<wfryers@telus.net>;  "DesJardins,  William"  <bill@technocracy.ca>;  "Blanes,  Allan" 
<alanblanes@hotmail.com>;  "Woodward,  Richard"  <rdawoodward@msn.com> 

Sent:  Tuesday,  December  27,  2005  12:54  PM 

Subject:     Outreach  item 

I  plan  to  send  this  item  to  some  Peak  Oil  websites.  If  you  have  any  ideas  for  distribution  and 
think  it  is  suitable^  please  forward  it.    Walt  Fryers 


THE  CONTINENTAL  OUTLOOK 


It's  time  now  for  the  Continental  Outlook. 


This  continent  of  North  America  is  an  integrated  economy,  physically  and  culturally,  though  not 
politically  or  financially.  The  imminent  threat  to  survival  presented  by  Peak  Oil  and  Gas  requires  us  to 
seek  a  new  arrangement  that  will  provide  the  means  of  survival  for  the  350  +  million  citizens  in  this 
continental  area.    This  implies  a  new  form  of  governance  as  the  present  structure  fails. 

North  America  is  a  physical  unit,  bound  together  with  networks  of  pipe  lines  for  gas  and  oil,  and  for 
electrical  energy;  and  networks  of  highways,  raillines,  airways,  and  waterways.  America  has  the 
geographical  base,  the  forests,  the  minerals,  the  agricultural  complex,  the  climate  variations,  the 
fisheries.  It  has  the  factories,  the  installed  infra-structure  and  the  trained  and  competent  work  force,  for 
long  term  survival. 

All  parts  are  interdependent.  No  significant  part  is  independent. 

The  efficient  and  economical  use  of  available  energy  will  require  continuance  of  large  scale  highly 
mechanized  operations  to  provide  food,  fibre,  lumber,  minerals,  and  most  other  vital  components  of  the 
economy,  including  essential  consumer  goods.  Localized  community  initiatives  can  contribute 
marginally  when  the  required  supply  of  energy  is  available. 

'Plan  B'must  be  continental.  There  is  only  one  such  plan.  It  is  the  Technocracy,  an  operational  design 
for  America,  originally  presented  in  1933,  by  M.  King  Hubbert,  among  others.    It  uses  energy  as  the 
measure  and  control  of  production  and  consumption. 

This  will  be  the  New  America.    A  solution  as  large  as  the  problem.  We  must  not  fail.  The  survival  of  all 
or  most  of  the  350  +  million  citizens  of  the  N.A.  area  will  depend  upon  it. 


24/12/05 


Walter  Fryers,  Edmonton,  AB.,  Canada. 


12/27/2005 
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24/12/05 


Walter  Fryers,  Edmonton,  AB.,  Canada. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 


Sent: 

Attach: 

Subject: 


Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

<pwcordsmeyer@webtv.com>;  <HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <abraswe@bellsouth.net>; 

<bette_hiebert@bc.sympaico.ca>;  <members@technocracy.org>;  <ENicho1624@aol.com>; 

<wdddsmith@webtv.net>;  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

September  8,  2000  7:51  PM 

[CrashList]  Guardian  Clinton  wins  oil  pledge. emi 

Fwd;  [CrashList]  Guardian.  Clinton  wins  oil  pledge 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Mark  Jones  <jones1 1 8@lineone.net> 

To:  cri  <crashlist@lists.wwpublish.conn> 

Sent:  September  8,  2000  2: 1 8  AM 

Subject:  [CrashList]  Guardian:  Clinton  wins  oil  pledge 

Saudis  to  raise  production  as  revolt  on  prices  brings  France  to  a  halt 

Larry  Elliott,  Charlotte  Denny  and  Jon  Henley  in  Paris 
Friday  September  8,  2000 

Bill  Clinton  last  night  won  a  pledge  from  the  world's  biggest  oil  producer, 
Saudi  Arabia,  to  halt  the  relentless  rise  in  the  price  of  crude  which 
yesterday  brought  France  to  a  halt  and  prompted  fears  of  a  global  recession. 
As  UK  petrol  firms  responded  to  the  10-year-high  in  oil  prices  by  putting  up 
fuel  prices  by  2p  a  litre,  crown  prince  Abdullah  said  Saudi  Arabia  would 
raise  production  by  700,000  barrels  a  day  in  an  effort  to  ease  pressure  on 
the  west. 

However,  oil  experts  said  the  3%  increase  in  output  would  not  be  enough  to 
bring  crude  oil  prices  to  below  $30  a  barrel  and  motoring  organisations 
warned  that  British  drivers  could  soon  expect  to  pay  £4  for  a  gallon  of 
petrol. 

Speaking  at  the  UN  millennium  summit  in  New  York,  President  Clinton  said  he 
had  put  pressure  on  Saudi  Arabia  to  take  action  ahead  of  Sunday's  meeting  of 
Opec  -  the  1 1 -member  oil  producers'  cartel. 

"I  told  him  I  was  very  concerned  that  the  price  of  oil  is  too  high,  not  just 
for  America  but  for  the  world,"  said  Mr  Clinton  after  his  meeting  with  the 
crown  prince.  "If  it  was  to  cause  a  recession  in  any  part  of  the  world  that 
would  hurt  the  oil  producing  countries." 

Large  parts  of  France  ran  out  of  fuel  yesterday  as  hauliers  and  farmers, 
more  determined  than  ever  to  win  big  fuel  tax  cuts  from  the  government, 
continued  their  four-day  blockade  of  oil  refineries  and  depots. 

Angry  farmers,  already  active  on  most  of  the  120  blockades  up  and  down  the 
country,  successfully  blocked  the  entrance  to  the  Channel  tunnel  with  their 
tractors,  thggehng  scuffles  with  British  tourists. 

Around  50  British  holidaymakers  mounted  a  counter-blockade  by  blocking  a 
lane  being  used  by  the  authorities  to  allow  French  cars  to  trickle  past  the 
barricades,  and  threatened  to  cut  off  the  main  A16  motorway  if  they  were  not 
allowed  to  get  through  the  blockade  and  go  home.  Under  police  escort,  a 
convoy  of  British  cars  and  coaches  was  eventually  allowed  through  in  the 
late  afternoon. 


A  British  police  sergeant,  who  was  part  of  the  convoy  but  asked  not  to  be 
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named,  said:  "It  seems  we  managed  to  outmanoeuvre  them  with  a  bit  of  British 
courage  and  some  cunning.  We  played  them  at  their  own  game  and  it  worked.  In 
the  end  it  was  quite  a  fun  victory  for  all." 

Another  convoy  member,  Frank  Davidson,  49,  said:  "This  was  as  sweet  a 
victory  as  Wellington  over  Napoleon  at  Waterloo.  They  didn't  like  it  when  we 
put  up  a  fight." 

While  talks  resumed  late  in  the  afternoon  between  the  French  transport 
minister,  Jean-Claude  Gayssot,  and  the  two  main  hauliers'  federations,  the 
government  reiterated  that  it  would  go  no  further  than  the  15%  tax  cut, 
worth  £100m,  it  offered  on  Wednesday.  Meanwhile,  the  European  commission 
threatened  legal  action  if  the  free  movement  of  goods  within  the  EU  was 
disrupted. 

As  the  protest  spread,  the  hauliers,  farmers,  ambulance  drivers  and  coach 
firms  were  joined  by  thousands  of  taxi  drivers  in  massed  "go-slow" 
processions  that  brought  traffic  to  a  halt  in  a  dozen  cities  and  caused 
motorway  tailbacks. 

At  least  three  regional  airports  reported  they  would  be  out  of  aviation  fuel 
by  this  morning.  Wholesalers  at  the  main  Rungis  market  outside  Paris  said 
supplies  of  fresh  fruit  and  vegetable  were  beginning  to  be  affected  and  80% 
of  the  country's  petrol  stations  were  either  dry,  subject  to  rationing  of 
£15  per  vehicle,  or  had  been  requisitioned  for  emergency  service  use  only. 

In  the  financial  markets  yesterday,  the  price  of  a  barrel  of  crude  oil  eased 
back  from  a  peak  of  $34.50  to  $33.91 .  However,  dealers  said  that  most  of  the 
Saudi  production  increase  had  been  anticipated  by  the  markets  and  that 
prices  were  not  likely  to  fall  markedly. 

They  said  Saudi  Arabia  was  the  key  player  in  the  crisis  because  it  was  the 
only  Opec  nation  with  the  spare  capacity  to  pump  the  extra  oil  needed  to 
bring  prices  under  control.  But  it  can  expect  opposition  from  other  Opec 
members  who  are  enjoying  extra  revenues  from  the  price  surge  from  under  $10 
a  barrel  at  the  start  of  last  year. 

Lawrence  Eagles,  oil  analyst  at  the  City  firm  GNI  Securities,  said  a  harsh 
winter  could  boost  demand  by  an  extra  500,000  barrels  a  day,  pushing  prices 
still  higher. "You  can't  rule  out  $40  a  barrel  if  Opec  aren't  prepared  to 
act,"  he  said. 


Crashlist  resources:  http://website.lineone.net/~resource_base 
To  change  your  options  or  unsubscribe  go  to: 
http://lists.wwpublish.com/mailman/listinfo/crashlist 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Johnny  Holiday/John  A.  Taube  <technocrat@technocracysf.org> 

To:  Think  Tank  <thinktank@pbs.org>;  Walt  Fryers  <wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca>;  Wally 

Sampson  <76453.1565@connpuserve.com>;  Tom  Robertson  <t-r@msn.com>;  tim 

<timchiara@yvesbarbero.com>;  <tax_specialist@prodigy.net>; 

<WENKER@FUTUREONE.COM>;  <WUBULOUS@juno.com>;  <UPLONGS@juno.com>; 

Wheaton  (home),  Erik  <dr_w@juno.com>;  <tchiara@joeboxer.com>; 

<walterea@wenplanning.com>;  <wsbs34a@prodigy.com>;  <WWilson6@compuserve.com>; 

<thomas@deepthought.com.au>;  Windstar  List  --  Windstar  Foundation  (nonprofit) 

<WINDSTAR@LISTS.PSU.EDU>;  <ursula(gbiosgi.wustl.edu>;  <UFG8R1@aol.com>; 

txcubed@msn.com  <tcubed(gmsn.com> 
Sent:  September  21 ,  2000  9:58  AM 

Attach:        petro  sep  16  00. html 
Subject:      NO  PETRO!  THEN  WHAT? 


The  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  September  13,  2000 

PANIC  AS  BRITAIN  NEARLY  RUNS  OUT 

OF  GAS 


"LONDON  -  Spreading  protest  over  high  fuel  prices  all  but  halted  gasoline 
deliveries  across  Britain  yesterday,  forcing  most  service  stations  to  close  for  lack 
of  fuel. 

"As  panicked  motorists  set  out  on  frantic,  often  fruitless  hunts  for  gasoline, 
ambulance  companies  and  fire  departments  began  cutting  back  services.  Many 
hospitals  canceled  all  but  essential  procedures,  and  some  scheduled  diesel 
trains  were  canceled  altogether." 

COMMENTS 

The  above  is  an  excerpt  from  a  lengthy  September  13,  2000,  New  York  Times  article  and 
my  observations  reflect  a  background  in  Technocracy  Inc.,  a  scientific,  educational-research 
organization. 

Needless  to  say  the  social  significance  of  that  article  is  huge. 

We  here  in  the  U.S.  have,  in  a  sense  of  the  word,  a  "petro  society."  We  haven't, 
unfortunately,  come  to  our  senses  and  adjusted  to  the  fact  that  petro  is  a  finite  resource  and 
in  a  short  time  the  scarcity  of  it  will  have  profound  effects  on  our  lifestyle. 

The  food  we  eat  depends  on  petro.  Water  for  drinking,  cooking,  etc.  depends  on  petro  to  get 
it  to  us.  Everything  we  use  in  our  homes  and  work  place  (please  don't  wax  on  the  limited 
exceptions)  depends  on  petro  for  their  manufacturing. 
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We  are  not  a  peasant  society.  In  such  a  society,  petro  played  no  part  and  people  lived 
organically  and  their  life  expectancy  was  short.  They  lived  dull  lives.  We  are  the  opposite  to 
all  that;  our  lives  are  far  from  being  dull,  they're  interesting.  We're  a  sophisticated  society 
dependent  of  science  and  technology.  Petro  is  important  in  the  maintenance  of  our  lifestyle. 

Our  socioeconomic  structure,  our  "Price  System,"  is  incapable  of  making  adjustment  so  we 
can  satisfactorily  fashion  our  lives  to  a  zero  petro  situation.  Unfortunately,  there  are  no  signs 
that  politicians/businessmen/women  will  pay  the  less  bit  of  attention  to  this  fact.  Likewise  for 
the  general  public. 

Our  only  escape  from  hardships  of  a  zero  petro  situation  is  to  institute  a  design  of  social 
operation  that  is  compatible  with  modern  times,  our  scientific-technological  age. 
Technocracy  has  laid  out  such  a  design;  it's  called  the  Technological  Social  Design. 

To  engage  in  continue  discussion  on  how  we  are  going  to  face  a  zero  petro  situation  in  the 
near  future  without  a  suggested  change  in  our  social  structure  is  a  lesson  in  futility. 

***************************** 

Four  days  after  the  above  article  was  published,  another  one  on  the  same  subject 

followed 

The  San  Francisco  Examiner  &  Chronicle,  September  17,  2000 

BRITAIN'S  TAST  OF  A  WORLD  WITHOUT 

OIL 

A  Chicago  Tribune  article  by  Liz  Sly 


"LONDON  -  For  a  few  scary,  drama-filled  days  last  week,  Britain  got  a  taste  of 
what  it  would  be  like  to  live  in  a  world  without  oil  -and  the  speed  with  which  one 
of  the  world's  most  powerful  economies  was  brought  to  its  knees  by  the  sudden 
disappearance  of  gasoline  proved  little  short  of  astonishing." 

"The  highways  fell  eerily  empty,  and  the  roar  of  traffic  that  hangs  over  the  city 
gave  way  to  silence,  as  though  the  world  had  ended  or  war  had  broken  out." 

"But  there  is  a  serious  downside,  as  quickly  became  clear.  Hospitals  canceled 
nonemergency  operations  because  they  were  running  out  of  supplies.  Schools  in 
rural  areas  shut  down.  Businesses  began  laying  off  workers.  Ambulances  cut 
back  services.  Panic  buying  emptied  supermarket  shelves,  and  in  some  areas 
bread  and  milk  were  rationed.  Banks  warned  they  were  on  the  brink  of  running 
out  of  cash." 

"  It  all  served  as  a  jolting  reminder  of  just  how  dependent  we  remain  for  just 
about  every  aspect  of  our  survival  on  oil,  despite  all  the  talk  of  a  "new  economy" 
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and  the  much-vaunted  benefits  of  new  technologies.  Internet  shopping  sites 
reported  a  huge  surge  in  orders  from  housebound  consumers  who  couldn't  reach 
the  stores.  But  what  use  is  the  Internet  if  there  isn't  any  fuel  for  trucks  to  deliver 
the  goods?" 

"It  would  be  no  different  in  America  if  the  oil  ran  out,  for  whatever  reason. 
Without  gas  there  would  be  no  new  economy  nor  even  an  old  one.  There  would 
only  be  a  pre-industrial  one,  in  which  people  ride  horses  or  carry  other  people 
around  on  their  shoulders." 


COMMENTS: 


Just  one  short  comment.  As  stated  above:  "To  engage  in  continue  discussion  on  how  we 
are  going  to  face  a  zero  petro  situation  in  the  near  future  without  a  suggested  change  in  our 
social  structure  is  a  lesson  in  futility" 
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Walter  Fryers 


Fry( 


From: 
To: 


Sent: 
Subject: 


<Hai1124c41@aol.com> 

<technocrat@technocracysf.org>;  <jhdorsey@earthlink.net>;  <trent@pacifier  com>- 

<ronalclm@pacifier.com>;  <STEVEHUMAN@aol.com>;  <murdoc@datanet.ab.ca>  ' 

<CHQ111@aol.com>;  <dcameron@win.bright.net>;  <mharo@eden.rutgers  edu> 

<cknow@sirius.com>;  <wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca>;  <technocrat1@juno  com>- 

<holiday@technocracysf.org>;  <dbaun@sk.sympatico.ca>;  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv  net>- 

<lwnick@webtv.net>;  <Hart124c41@aol.com>;  <hdiemert@ucalgary.ca>;  <citizen@vcn  be  ca>- 

<DD1Cameron@aol.com>;  <trent@gnurd.portland.or.us>;  <tech-mag@juno  com> 

<HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <elndryaunda@earthlink.net>;  <technocrat2(5)iuno  com> 

October  9,  2000  10:45  AM 

Re:  FOREIGN  OIL  AND  OUR  WAY  OF  LIFE 


Dear  John; 

Belay  that  last  email  I  just  sent,  my  keyboard  slipped  and  it  went  out 
unfinished.  I  wanted  to  share  with  you  the  last  paragraph  if  Nick  Guahno's 
last  newsletter  about  the  oil  crisis,  as  follows: 

"In  the  coming  weeks  and  months,  they  will  tell  you  it's  not  a  crisis.  They 
will  tell  you  it  won't  affect  the  U.  S.  economy,  it's  immune  to  it.  They 
will  say  it  won't  have  an  inflationary  impact.  They  will  cook  the  books  and 
make  it  seem  like  everything  is  hunky  dory  and  coming  up  roses.  You  will 
find  that  this  is  not  the  case.  They'll  tell  you  there  is  no  inflation,  but 
when  you  fill  up  your  car  with  gas,  pay  your  utility  bill,  go  to  the  grocery 
store,  run  your  business,  you  will  know  that  this  is  not  true.  They  did  the 
same  thing  last  time.  You  and  I  are  facing  a  real  energy  crisis,  and  the 
Arab  extremists,  the  radicals,  are  seizing  upon  this  opportunity.  They  are 
not  going  to  lower  prices.  They  are  not  going  to  increase  production.  They 
are  going  to  keep  the  squeeze  on.   Prepare  yourself  for  a  1973  style  energy 
crisis,  with  inflation,  runaway  interest  rates,  recession,  real  estate 
wipe-out  and  a  stock  market  collapse." 

Nick  is  talking  60  to  90  days  for  his  anticipated  collapse.  I  wouldn't  want 
to  guess  on  the  time,  but  that  it  will  happen  soon,  I'll  make  book  on  that. 
Looks  like  the  rockets  have  been  launched,  and  it  is  now  too  late  to  stop  the 
war!!!!    Cheers,  Hart 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 


Sent: 

Attach: 

Subject: 


Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

<pwcordsmeyer@webtv.com>;  <HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <abraswe@bellsouth.net>; 

<cecilkeith@prodigy.net>;  <ENicho1624@aol.com>;  <members@technocracy.org>; 

<wdcldsmith@webtv.net>;  <lwnick@webtv  net> 

September  8,  2000  8:14  PM 

[RunningOnEmpty]  WorldWatch  report  on  oil  (being  replaced  by  windpower,  apparently). emi 

Fwd:  [RunningOnEmpty]  WorldWatch  report  on  oil  (being  replaced  bywind  power,  apparently) 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Joseph  R.  Whaley  <whaley@attorney-us.com> 

To:  <runningonempty@egroups.com> 

Sent:  September  8,  2000  3:36  PM 

Subject:  [RunningOnEmpty]  WorldWatch  report  on  oil  (being  replaced  by  windpower,  apparently) 


eGroups  Sponsor 

GET  A  NEXTCARD  VISA,  in  30  seconds!  Get  rates 
of  2.9%  Intro  or  9.9%  Ongoing  APR*  and  no  annual  fee! 
Apply  NOW! 
http://click.egroups.eom/1/9146/13/_/819633/_/968467934/ 
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"The  world  is  beginning  to  move  beyond  oil  and  coal  toward  energy  sources 
that  do  not  disrupt  climate." 

"Moreover,  with  cheap 

wind-generated  electricity,  hydrogen,  the  preferred  fuel  for  fuel  cell  engines, 

can  be  produced  during  the  night  when  electricity  demand  is  low." 


"Denmark  now  gets  10  percent  of  its  electricity  from  wind.  For 

Schleswig-Holstein,  the  northernmost  state  in  Germany,  it  is  14 

percent.  For  the 

industrial  province  of  Navarra  in  Spain,  it  is  22  percent.  We  are  now  getting 

glimpses  of  the  new  energy  economy  in  the  solar  rooftops  in  Japan  and 

in  the 

wind  turbines  scattered  across  the  European  countryside." 


Original  Message 

Subject:  WWN:  WorldWatch  Issue  Alert  #8  OPEC  Time  for  Change 

Date:  Fri,  08  Sep  2000  17:48:01  -0400 

From:  rjkauffman@worldwatch.org 

To:  <worldwatch@crest.org>.  <wwnews@crest.org> 

NEWS  FROM  THE  WORLDWATCH  INSTITUTE 

>From  the  Office  of  the  Chairman 

WorldWatch  Issue  Alert 

Alert  2000  -  8 

For  Immediate  Release 

September  8,  2000 


OPEC  HAS  WORLD  OVER  A  BARREL  AGAIN 
Lester  R.  Brown 
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On  Thursday,  September  7,  oil  prices  on  the  spot  market  climbed  to  $35.39 
per  barrel,  their  highest  since  November  1990,  just  before  the  Gulf 
War.  This  latest  oil  price  escalation  not  only  threatens  a  worldwide  recession, 
it  also  marks  another  adverse  shift  in  the  international  terms  of  trade  for 
the  United  States,  one  that  will  widen  further  the  already  huge  trade  deficit. 

On  Sunday,  OPEC  (Organization  of  Oil  Producing  and  Exporting  Countries) 
ministers  will  meet  at  OPEC  headquarters  in  Vienna  to  consider  a 
request  from  oil  importing  countries  to  boost  daily  oil  output  by  at  least  500,000  barrels. 
But  it  may  be  too  little  too  late.  With  the  East  Asian  economies, 
including  that  of  China,  booming  again,  and  with  U.S.  oil  production  falling  for 
eight  years  in  a  row,  even  a  production  increase  of  500,000  barrels  may  not  restore  lower  oil 
prices. 

For  the  United  States,  which  pays  for  its  oil  imports  in  part  with  grain 
exports,  this  is  not  good  news.  Exports  of  grain  and  oil  are  each  concentrated 
in  a  handful  of  countries,  with  grain  coming  largely  from  North  America  and  oil 
mostly  from  the  Middle  East.  The  United  States,  which  dominates  grain  exports 
even  more  than  Saudi  Arabia  does  oil,  is  both  the  world's  leading  grain  exporter 
and  its  biggest  oil  importer.  Ironically,  all  1 1  members  of  OPEC  are  grain 
importers. 

Using  the  price  of  wheat  as  a  surrogate  for  grain  prices,  shifts 
in  the  grain/oil  exchange  rate  can  be  easily  monitored.  From  1950  through 
1972,  both  wheat  and  oil  prices  were  remarkably  stable.  In  1950,  when  wheat  was 
priced  at  $1.89  a  bushel  and  oil  at  $1.71  a  barrel,  a  bushel  of  wheat  could  be  exchanged  for 
1.1  barrels  of  oil.  At  any  time  during  this  22-year  span,  a  bushel 
of  wheat  could  be  traded  for  a  barrel  of  oil  on  the  world  market.  (See  attached  table.) 

With  the  1973  oil  price  hike,  this  began  to  change.  By  1979,  the 
year  of  the  second  oil  price  increase,  OPEC's  strength  had  pushed  the  exchange 
rate  to  roughly  4  to  1 .  By  1982,  when  the  price  of  oil  had  climbed  past  $33  a  barrel,  the 
wheat/oil  ratio  had  climbed  to  8  to  1 .  This  steep  rise  in  the  purchasing  power  of  oil  led  to  one 
of  the  greatest  international  transfers  of 
wealth  ever  recorded. 

Today,  27  years  after  the  first  oil  price  hike,  the  terms  of  trade 
are  again  shifting  in  favor  of  OPEC.  With  grain  prices  at  their  lowest  level  in  two  decades 
and  oil  prices  at  the  highest  level  in  a  decade,  the  wheat/oil 
ratio  has  shifted  to  an  estimated  10  to  1  this  year.  OPEC  has  the  United  States 
over  a  barrel  once  again.  With  its  fast-growing  fleet  of  gas-guzzling  SUVs  (sport  utility 
vehicles)  and  falling  oil  production,  the  United  States  is  now  dependent  on  imports  for  a 
record  57  percent  of  its  oil,  making  it  even  more 
vulnerable  to  oil  price  hikes  and  supply  disruptions  than  it  was  in  1973. 

But  this  is  not  the  only  threat  to  international  security.  Climate  change 
from  burning  oil  and  other  fossil  fuels  may  be  an  even  greater  threat  to 
long-term  world  economic  and  political  stability.  Last  month's  discovery  of  open 
water  at  the  North  Pole  by  an  ice  breaker  cruise  ship  is  only  one  of  many  recent 
indications  that  human  activities  are  altering  the  Earth's  climate. 

The  Arctic  Ocean  ice  has  thinned  by  40  percent  in  some  35  years.  Scientists  now  believe 
that  summer  ice  in  the  Arctic  Ocean  could  disappear  entirely  within 
the  next  50  years.  (See  WorldWatch  Issue  Alert  #7, 
http://www.worldwatch.orQ/chairman/issue/000829.html ) 

Greenland's  ice  sheet  is  also  starting  to  melt.  If  all  the  ice  on 
this  huge  island,  which  is  three  times  the  size  of  Texas  and  measures  10,000 
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feet  thick  (over  3,000  meters)  in  some  places,  were  eventually  to  melt,  sea  level  would  rise 
by  a  staggering  23  feet  (7  meters).  In  addition  to  ice  melting 

and  rising  sea  level,  global  climate  change  can  bhng  more  extreme  weather  events-more 
intense  heat  waves,  more  destructive  storms,  and  more  severe  flooding. 

The  world  is  beginning  to  move  beyond  oil  and  coal  toward  energy  sources 
that  do  not  disrupt  climate.  Widely  varying  growth  rates  of  various 

sources  of  energy  from  1990-99  give  a  sense  of  the  energy  transition  underway.  Worldwide, 
wind  power  generation  grew  by  24  percent  per  year,  solar  cell 

production  by  17  percent,  and  geothermal  power  by  4  percent.  By  contrast,  world  oil  use 
expanded  at  1  percent  a  year  and  coal  use  actually  declined  by  nearly  1  percent. 

Even  oil  company  CEOs  are  talking  about  shifting  from  a 
carbon-based  to  a  solar/hydrogen-based  energy  economy.  British  Petroleum  is  now  the 
world's  leading  manufacturer  of  solar  cells.  Shell  is  pioneering  the  new  hydrogen  economy. 
All  the  major  automobile  companies  are  working  on  fuel  cell 
engines  for  which  the  fuel  of  choice  is  hydrogen.  The  Japanese  have  developed  a 
photovoltaic  roofing  material  that  allows  the  rooftop  to  become  the  power  plant  for  the 
building. 

Denmark  now  gets  10  percent  of  its  electricity  from  wind.  For 
Schleswig-Holstein,  the  northernmost  state  in  Germany,  it  is  14 

percent.  For  the  industrial  province  of  Navarra  in  Spain,  it  is  22  percent.  We  are  now  getting 
glimpses  of  the  new  energy  economy  in  the  solar  rooftops  in  Japan  and  in  the  wind  turbines 
scattered  across  the  European  countryside. 

A  nationwide  wind  resources  survey  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
indicates  that  three  states-North  Dakota,  Kansas  and  Texas-have  enough 
harnessable  wind  energy  to  satisfy  national  electricity  needs.  With 
new  wind  farms  coming  online  over  the  last  year  or  two  in  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Texas,  and  Wyoming,  U.S.  wind-generation  jumped  by  29  percent  in  1999.  (See 
WorldWatch  Issue  Alert  #3  http://www.worldwatch.org/chairman/issue/000607.html ) 

The  generation  of  electricity  from  wind  is  exciting  because  money 
spent  for  this  electricity  typically  stays  in  the  community,  whereas  money  spent  for  electricity 
generated  by  oil  may  end  up  in  the  Middle  East.  Moreover, 

with  cheap  wind-generated  electricity,  hydrogen,  the  preferred  fuel  for  fuel  cell  engines,  can 
be  produced  during  the  night  when  electricity  demand  is  low. 

As  these  examples  indicate,  the  transition  to  a  new  energy  economy  has 
begun,  but  it  is  not  moving  fast  enough.  The  time  has  come  to  restructure  the 
tax  system  both  to  reduce  the  threat  of  soaring  oil  prices  and  to  stabilize 
climate.  We  can  restructure  our  tax  system  by  lowering  the  personal  and 
corporate  income  tax  and  offsetting  it  with  an  increase  in  a  tax  on  gasoline. 
OPEC  members  know  that  the  cost  of  producing  oil  in  Saudi  Arabia, 
which  has  the  lion's  share  of  world  oil  reserves,  is  roughly  $2  a  barrel.  They  also  know  that  if 
they  push  the  price  of  oil  too  high,  they  will  trigger  a  global  recession.  This  is  not  in  their 
interest. 

If  there  is  a  world  price  for  petroleum  products  beyond  which  a 
further  rise  would  be  disruptive,  then  the  issue  is  who  gets  the  difference  between  the  low 
production  cost  of  oil  and  this  much  higher  market  price.  If  importing  countries  push  prices  of 
gasoline,  fuel  oil,  jet  fuel,  and  other  oil  products  close  to  that  limit  by  imposing  stiff  taxes, 
then  the  potential  for  raising  prices  by  OPEC  is  lessened.  This  is  why,  in  a  meeting  with 
President  Clinton  in  New  York  earlier  this  week,  Saudi  Crown  Prince  Abdullah  urged 
importing  countries  to  lower  their  taxes  on  gasoline  and  other  oil  products. 

If  we  take  the  initiative  and  raise  gasoline  taxes  while  lowering  income 
taxes,  the  increase  in  the  gasoline  tax  will  end  up  in  our  treasury  and 
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individuals  will  benefit  from  lower  income  taxes.  But  if  we  don't  restructure 

and  let  OPEC  countries  keep  increasing  the  price  of  oil,  and  hence  of  gasoline, 

the  equivalent  of  the  gasoline  tax  increase  will  end  up  in  OPEC 

treasuries.  We  will  eventually  pay  the  same  higher  price  for  gasoline,  but  not  get  the  income 

tax  reduction. 

Copyright:  WorldWatch  Institute  2000 

CONTACT  INFORMATION  FOR  JOURNALISTS: 
Lester  R.  Brown,  Chairman:  (office:  202.452.1999) 

(home:  202.328.6256)  Email:  lesterbrown@worldwatch.org 
Reah  Janise  Kauffman,  Chairman's  Office: 

(office:  202.452.1999)  (home:  703.237.4160)  Email:  rjkauffman@worldwatch.org 
FAX:  (202)  296-7365 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  AND  DATA: 
WWW.W0RLDWATCH.ORG/ALERTS/INDEXIA.HTML 


Table:  The  Wheat/Oil  Exchange  Rate,  1950-2000 


Year 

Bushel  of  Wheat  Barrel  of  Oil  Bushels/Barrel 

(U.S.  dollars) 

(ratio) 

1950 

1.89 

1.71 

1955 

1.81 

1.93 

1960 

1.58 

1.50 

1965 

1.62 

1.33 

1970 

1.49 

1.30 

1971 

1.68 

1.65 

1972 

1.90 

1.90 

1973 

3.81 

2.70 

1974 

4.89 

9.76 

2 

1975 

4.06 

10.72 

3 

1976 

3.62 

11.51 

3 

1977 

2.81 

12.40 

4 

1978 

3.48 

12.70 

4 

1979 

4.36 

17.26 

4 

1980 

4.70 

28.67 

6 

1981 

4.76 

32.50 

7 

1982 

4.36 

33.47 

8 

1983 

4.28 

29.31 

7 

1984 

4.15 

28.25 

7 

1985 

3.70 

26.98 

7 

1986 

3.13 

13.82 

4 

1987 

3.07 

17.79 

6 

1988 

3.95 

14.15 

4 

1989 

4.61 

17.19 

4 

1990 

3.69 

22.05 

6 

1991 

3.50 

18.30 

5 

1992 

4.11 

18.22 

4 
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1993 

3.82 

16.13 

4 

1994 

4.08 

15.47 

4 

1995 

4.82 

17.20 

4 

1996 

5.64 

20.37 

4 

1997 

4.35 

19.27 

4 

1998 

3.43 

13.07 

4 

1999 

3.05 

17.98 

6 

2000  I 

(est.)  2.94 

29.34 

10 


SOURCE:  International  Monetary  Fund,  International  Financial 

Statistics,  various 

years.  Compiled  by  Worldwatch  Institute. 

-END- 
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for  subscribers  interested  in  keeping  up-to-date  on  global 

environmental  issues. 
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publications.  The  Worldwatch  Institute  is  a  nonprofit  research  organization 

that  analyzes  global  environmental  and  development  issues. 
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unsubscribe  wwnews 

end 

To  contact  Worldwatch  directly,  send  email  to  <worldwatch@worldyva.tch..oig> 
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Walter 


Fryers 


From: 

To: 

Cc: 


Sent: 
Subject: 


Robert  L.  Hickerson  <roberth@snowcrest  net> 
Johnny  Holiday/John  A.  Taube  <technocrat@technocracysf  org> 

JOE  DORSET  Joe  Dorsey  <jhdorsey@earthlink.net>;  Trent  Fisher  <trent@pacifier  com>  Ron 
Miller  <ronaldm@pacifier.com>;  <STEVEHUMAN@aol  com>  Bill  in  Canada 
<murdoc@datanet.ab.ca>;  CHQ  <chq111@aol.com>;  Dean  Cameron 
<dcameron@win. bright. net>;  Mike  Haro  <mharo@eden.rutgers  edu>  Roger 
<cknow@sirius.com>;  Walt  Fryers  <wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca>- 
<bette_hiebert@bc.sympatico.ca>;  Pam<technocrat1@juno.com> 
<holiday@technocracysf.org>;  Victor  Baun  Canada  <dbaun@sk.sympatico  ca>  PAUL 
CORDSMEYER  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv.net>;  L  W  NICHOLSON  <lwnick@webtv  net> 
<hart124c41@aol.com>;  <hdiemert@ucalgary.ca>;  Steve  Bottomley  <citizen@vcn  be  ca>- 
<DD1Cameron@aol.com>;  <trent@gnurd.portland.or.us>  george2  wright  <tech- 
mag@juno.com>;  HOWARD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv  net>  Irwin  D  Bross  <idb 
May  2, 2000  5:53  PM  ,  ■  luu 

end  of  fossil  fuels  will  kill  billions 


Here  is  the  latest  from  Jay  Hanasen. 
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Subject: 


Date: 


From: 


To: 


A  LETHAL  EDUCATION 
Mod,  01  May  2000  22:05:20  -1000 
"BrainFood"  <brain@dieoff,com> 
"BrainFoodRecipient"  <roberth@snowcrest. net> 


(sndNewsTo:  roberth^snowcrBsUiet  *Permission  to  reprint  granted! 

Aloha!  This  is  the  occasional  mailing  to  the  BRAIN  FOOD  mailing  list 
You 

are  receiving  this  mailing  because  you  have  subscribed.  If  you  do  not 
want 

to  receive  these  mailings  --  usually  four  per  year  --  press  your  "reply" 
button,  type  "unsubscribe"  in  the  subject  field,  and  send  this  message 
back. 


A  six  percent  cut  in  crude  oil  supplies  last  year  tripled  the  pricei 
WOW!  '  K  K 

This  email  is  to  update  my  BRAIN  FOOD  subscribers  on  the  news  coming  out 

my  "energyresources"  mailing  list.  I  have  managed  to  attract  several 
published  experts,  and  this  is  a  summary  of  the  most  important  findings. 

ENERGY  SOURCES 

Energy  is  the  capacity  to  do  work  (no  energy  =  no  work). 
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By  definition,  energy  "sources"  must  produce  more  energy  than  they 
consume, 

otherwise  they  are  called  "sinks"  (this  is  known  as  the  "net  energy" 
principle). 

Moreover,  physical  constraints  limit  how  "fast"  energy  can  be  produced 
from 

any  natural  resource  (the  "peak"  principle).  One  can  only  extract  it  at 
a 

certain  rate,  the  rate  peaks,  and  as  the  source  empties  the  rate  falls 
off. 


THE  GLOBAL  OIL  "PEAK" 

Published  petroleum  experts  Colin  Campbell,  Jean  Laherrere  Brian  Fleav 
and  " 

Roger  Blanchard  all  expect  a  "peak"  in  "conventional  oil"  around  2005 
Moreover,  the  CEOs  of  Agip  (Italian  oil  company)  and  Arco  have  both 
published  estimates  of  peak  in  2005.  So  it  seems  like  a  reliable 
estimate. 

Campbell  and  Blanchard  say  that  NonA/egian  production  (the  second  largest 
export)  IS  at  "peak"  now  and  set  to  enter  long-term  decline    Colombia 
and 

Venezuela  are  apparently  well  past  their  peaks  and  now  in  long-term 
decline. 

Mexico  will  probably  peak  this  year  at  the  midpoint  of  depletion. 

The  latest  estimates  by  country  can  be  found  at 

MgiMegfLcomlc^mgbellhtm  -  http://dieoff.com/campbellpdf  ~ 
http;//dieoff,com/campbe|l,xLs 

THE  US  NATURAL  GAS  "CLIFF" 

Gas  production  is  better  described  as  a  "plateau"  followed  by  a  "cliff' 
due 

to  the  high  mobility  and  recovery  of  gas.  Whereas  oil  declines  slowly 
as  it  ' 

moves  through  the  porespace  of  the  rocks  under  declining  pressure  the 
decline  of  gas  is  a  cliff  -  not  a  slope.  The  gas  market  gives  no 
warning 

of  the  cliff  because  it  is  no  more  expensive  to  produce  the  last  cubic 

foot 

than  the  first. 

US  gas  production  is  at  or  near  its  "cliff"  now.  Canada  currently  makes 
up 

about  13%  of  the  U.S.  gas  supply  -  and  Canada  may  already  be  past  its 

Oil  1 1 

in  natural  gas  production. 

Canadians  export  most  gas  to  the  US  under  short-term  contracts 
Moreover,  a 
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vague  law  allows  them  to  rein  in  the  petroleum  trade  whenever  it  appears 

to 

be  in  their  interest  (and  making  the  US  pay  dearly  was  in  their  interest 

in 

the  late  70s),  http://www.qv3.com/policypete/policypete.htm 

Campbell  says  that  it  is  not  practical  to  make  up  the  US  gas  shortfall 

by 

shipping  it  in  from  the  Middle  East.  However,  the  construction  of  a  new 

gas 

line  to  Alaska  and  the  Canadian  arctic  where  there  probably  are  large 

untapped  deposits  could  temporarily  mitigate  the  US  gas  cliff. 

CANADIAN  OIL  SANDS  (BITUMEN) 

The  Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board  estimates  that  production  from 

Canada's  oil  sands  will  be  extremely  slow  (100  to  200  years  for  all  of 

it). 

It  is  also  worth  noting  that  the  processing  of  heavy  oil  and  bitumen  in 

Canada  has  used  cheap,  stranded  gas.  This  gas  is  probably  not  going  to 

be 

stranded  or  cheap  much  longer,  which  will  reduce  the  economics  of  the 

heavy 

oil  and  bitumen  extraction. 


US  COAL 

US  coal  is  expected  to  become  an  energy  "sink"  ~  not  worth  digging  out 

of 

the  ground  -  by  2040. 

OCEANIC  HYDRATES 

Laherrere  has  provided  a  new  paper  that  shows  that  there  is  no  evidence 

from 

all  the  worldwide  research  and  extensive  coring  for  any  massive  hydrate 

deposits.  httpj/Zdieoff. com/page  1 92, htm 

POSITIVE  FEEDBACKS  --  WITH  NEGATIVE  CONSEQUENCES 

The  rising  energy  costs  (increasing  extraction  effort)  and  rising 

economic 

costs  of  oil  set  up  a  positive  feedback  loop:  since  oil  is  used  directly 

or 

indirectly  in  everything,  as  the  costs  of  oil  increase,  the  costs  of 

everything  else  increase  too  ~  including  other  forms  of  energy.  For 

example,  oil  provides  about  50%  of  the  fuel  used  in  coal  extraction. 

OTHER  ENERGY  ALTERNATIVES 

H.T.  Odum's  eMergy  calculations  show  that  the  only  other  forms  of  energy 

that  can  survive  the  exhaustion  of  fossil  fuel  are  biomass  (burning 

wood, 

animal  dung,  or  peat),  hydroelectric,  geothermal  in  volcanic  areas,  and 

some 

wind  electrical  generation.  Nuclear  power  could  be  viable  if  one  could 
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overcome  the  shortage  of  fuel.  No  other  alternatives  (e.g., 

photovoltaics) 

produce  a  large  enough  net  eMergy  to  be  worth  pursuing. 

[  If  you  are  interested  in  more  specific  details,  read  the  messages  at 
http://vyvvw,egroups.  com/messages/energy  res  or  write  to  me  at 

mailto:j@qmail.com  ] 

A  LETHAL  EDUCATION 

Economic  students  are  taught  that  banks  "create"  money  every  time  they 

make 

a  loan,  and  that  the  economy  is  powered  by  money  instead  of  energy.  The 

juxtaposition  of  these  two  data  (the  first  is  true,  the  second  is  false) 

leads  even  Nobel  Phze-winning  economists  to  conclude  they  have 

discovered  a 

perpetual-motion  machine! 

No  person  has  had  a  greater  influence  on  the  thinking  of  experts  who 

have 

become  government  regulators  of  the  world's  oil  and  gas  industries  than 

economist  Morris  Adelman:  "There  are  plenty  of  fossil  fuels  and  no 

limit  to 

potential  electrical  capacity.  It  is  all  a  matter  of  money." 

But  Adelman  -  and  every  government  regulator  he  has  ever  influenced  - 

is 

wrong.  It  is  a  matter  of  energy!  (The  only  source  of  energy  in  money 

is 

the  medium  itself,  and  a  $100  bill  contains  no  more  energy  than  a  $10 

bill.) 

ENERGY  LAWS:  PERPETUAL  MOTION  IS  IMPOSSIBLE 

Although  economists  treat  energy  just  like  any  other  resource,  it  is  not 

like  any  other  resource.  Available  energy  is  the  prerequisite  for  all 

other 

resources.  Moreover,  universal  energy  laws  tell  us  that  the  economist's 

perpetual-motion  machine  is  impossible. 

To  lift  15  kg  of  oil  5  meters  out  of  the  ground  requires  735  joules  of 

energy  just  to  overcome  gravity  ~  and  the  higher  the  lift,  the  greater 

the 

energy  requirements.  The  most  concentrated  and  most  accessible  oil  is 

produced  first;  thereafter,  more  and  more  energy  is  required  to  find  and 

produce  oil.  At  some  point,  more  energy  is  spent  finding  and  producing 

oil 

than  the  energy  recovered.  Thus,  Adelman  is  wrong:  it  is  not  all  a 

matter 

of  money. 

Neither  capital  nor  labor  nor  technology  can  "create"  energy  (the  first 
law 
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of  thermodynamics).  Instead,  available  energy  must  be  spent  to 

transform 

existing  matter  (e.g.  oil),  or  to  divert  an  existing  energy  flow  (e.g., 

wind)  into  more  available  energy.  The  engines  that  actually  do  the  work 

in 

our  economy  (so-called  "heat  engines";  e.g.,  diesel  engines)  waste  50 

percent  of  the  energy  contained  in  their  fuel  (the  second  law).  Thus, 

Adelman  is  wrong  again:  there  is  a  physical  limit  to  potential 

electrical 

capacity. 

Economists  everywhere  are  wrong:  perpetual  economic  motion  is 
impossible! 

NEARLY  EVERYONE  IS  WRONG! 

Nearly  everyone  in  the  world  (all  governments,  and  all  but  a  handful  of 

scientists,  etc.)  has  accepted  the  economists'  perpetual-motion  machine. 

Even  the  Energy  Information  Administration  (EIA)  of  the  US  Department  of 

Energy  has  no  idea  how  much  energy  is  required  to  produce  energy  ("net 

energy").  Nor  does  the  EIA  have  any  idea  how  fast  energy  can  be 

produced 

("peak")! 

But  even  a  child  can  understand  that  machines  do  not  run  on  money  ~ 

they 

run  on  energy  (daddy's  car  needs  gas)  ~  and  available  energy  is  a 

prerequisite  for  producing  more  energy. 

Once  the  truth  is  told,  no  one  will  ever  believe  that  the  energy  experts 

in 

the  Clinton  Administration  were  just  too  stupid  to  see  it  coming;  too 

stupid 

understand  these  simple  energy  principles  that  can  be  taught  to  a 

child... 


SURPRISE! 

The  sudden  ~  and  surprising  ~  end  of  the  fossil  fuel  age  will  stun 
everyone  ~  and  kill  billions.  Once  the  truth  is  told  about  gas  and  oil 
(it's  just  a  matter  of  time),  your  life  will  change  forever. 

Envision  a  world  where  freezing,  starving  people  burn  everything 

combustible  ~  everything  from  forests  (releasing  C02;  destroying 

topsoil 

and  species);  to  garbage  dumps  (releasing  dioxins,  PCBs,  and  heavy 

metals); 

to  people  (by  waging  nuclear,  biological,  chemical,  and  conventional 

war); 

and  you  have  seen  the  future. 

Envision  a  world  utterly  destroyed  by  a  lethal  education. 
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Jay-  www.dieoff.org 


Want  to  save  your  life?  We  have  established  a  new  mailing  list 

especially 

for  activists,  see  http://www.egroups.com/group/RunningOnEmpty 

To  subscribe,  send  a  blank  message  to 
mailto:RunningOnEmpty-subscribe@egroups.com 


Johnny  Holiday/John  A.  Taube  wrote: 
> 

>  Michael  Perelman 

>  Economics  Dept. 

>  California  State  University 

>  Chico,  CA  95929 
> 

>  Dear  Dr.  Perelman: 
> 

>  Two  friends  of  mine,  members  of  Technocracy  Inc.,  heard  you  on  the  radio 

>  the  other  day  and  one  of  them  took  copious  notes.  We  had  a  long 

>  discussion  on  your  thoughts.  You  are  to  be  commended  for  your  concern 

>  about  society. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Robert  L.  Hickerson  <roberth@snowcrest.net> 

To:  <wfryers@freenet.eclmonton.ab.ca> 

Cc:  <bette_hiebert@bc.sympatico.ca>;  <members@technocracy.org>;  <former@technocracy.org> 

Sent:  June  28,  1999  1:18  AM 

Subject:  An  interesting  Press  Item 

Subject: 

Re: 
Date: 

Sun,  27  Jun  1999  23:55:48  -0700 
From: 

"Robert  L.  Hickerson"  <robeilh@snowcrestn_et> 


Walt  and  others, 

First  some  definition:  OReservesO  are  tiiose  resources  which  are 
Oproducible,  within  a  known  time  and  with  known  techniques,  at  known 
costs  and  in  known  fields. O    OBITUMENO  is  a  general  term  applied  to 
solid  and  semi-solid  hydrocarbon  materials,  and  is  sometimes  used  for 
oilsands  and  tarsands.  AEUB  is  Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board. 

Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board  states  there  are  1.7 
trillion 

barrels  of  bitumen  in  place,  and  the  national  Energy  Board  of  Canada 
estimates  there  are  2.5  trillion  barrels.  BOTH  ORGANIZATIONS  AGREE  THAT 
ABOUT  300  BILLION  BARRELS  ARE  ULTIMATELY  RECOVERABLE  WITH  ABOUT  FOUR 
BILLION  BARRELS  THAT  CAN  BE  PRODUCED  UNDER  EXISTING  ECONOMIC 
CONDITIONS.  The  energy  recovery  efficiency  of  oilsands  operations  is 
very  much  lower  than  from  conventional  oil  operations.  It  is  estimated 
that  it  takes  the  equivalent  of  two  out  of  each  three  barrels  of  oil 
recovered  to  pay  for  all  the  energy  and  other  costs  involved  in  getting 
the  oil  from  oilsands.   In  1995,  production  from  the  oilsands  operation 
at  Fort  McMurray  was  a  total  of  73.9  million  barrels  for  the  year.  This 
would  be  a  little  over  four  days  supply  for  the  United  States. 
Currently  about  21  percent  of  CanadaOs  crude  oil  needs  are  supplied  by 
this  oil.  Recommendations  for  expanding  these  operations,  if 
implemented  would  raise  production  so  that  about  50  percent  of  CanadaOs 
oil  demand  would  be  met  by  2020.  Now  to  the  bottom  line. 

MYTH:  CanadaOs  oilsands  with  1 .7  trillion  barrels  of  oil  will 
be  a 
major  world  oil  supply. 

It  appears  to  be  true  that  in  the  Athabasca  oilsands  and  nearby 
related 
heavy  oil  and  bitumen  deposits  of  northern  Alberta  ther^  is  more  oil 


J^J^^^^Jj^^^^Jg^Tj 


Page  2  of 4 


•Ai-y^ii. 


than  in  all  of  the  Persian  Gulf  deposits  put  together. 

REALITY: 

The  impressive  figure  of  1.7  trillion  barrels  of  oil  is 
deceiving.  It 

is  likely  that  only  a  relatively  small  amount  of  that  total  can  be 
economically  recovered.  The  oil  is  true  crude  oil,  but  it  cannot  be 
recovered  by  conventional  well  drilling.  Almost  all  of  it  is  now 
recovered  by  strip  mining.  The  overburden  is  removed  and  the  oilsand  is 
dug  up  and  hauled  to  a  processing  plant.  There  the  oil  is  removed  by  a 
water  floatation  process.  The  waste  sand  has  to  be  disposed  of. 

Much  of  the  oilsand  is  too  deep  to  be  reached  by  strip  mining. 
Other 

methods  are  being  tried  to  recover  this  deeper  oil,  but  the  economics 
are  marginal.  With  the  strip  mining  and  refining  process  now  in  use,  it 
takes  the  energy  equivalent  of  two  barrels  of  oil  to  produce  one 
barrel.  To  expand  the  sthp  mining  operation  to  the  extent  which  could, 
for  example,  produce  the  18  million  barrels  of  oil  used  each  day  in  the 
United  States  would  involve  THE  WORLDOS  BIGGEST  MINING  OPERATION,  ON  A 
SCALE  WHICH  IS  SIMPLY  NOT  POSSIBLE  IN  THE  FORESEEABLE  FUTURE,  IF  EVER. 
Canada  will  probable  gradually  increase  the  oil  production  from  these 
deposits,  but  until  the  conventional  oil  of  the  world  is  largely 
depleted  these  Canadian  deposits  are  likely  to  represent  only  A  VERY 
SMALL  FRACTION  OF  WORLD  PRODUCTION.  The  production  will  ALWAYS  BE 
INSIGNIFICANT  RELATIVE  TO  POTENTIAL  DEMAND.  Oil  sands  are  now  and  will 
be  important  to  Canada  as  a  long-term  source  of  energy  and  income.  BUT 
THEY  WILL  NOT  BE  A  SOURCE  OF  OIL  AS  ARE  THE  WORLDOS  OIL  WELLS  TODAY. 

In  early  April  I  spent  one  afternoon  with  Dr.  Walter  Youngquist 
in 

Eugene  Oregon.  Walt  is  a  world  famous  Petroleum  Geologist  and  friend  of 
the  late  M.  King  Hubbert.  He  is  the  author  of  GeoDestinies,  The 
Inevitable  Control  of  Earth  Resources  Over  Nations  and  Individuals, 
Copyright  1997.  I  commend  this  book  to  you  and  I  excerpted  the  above 
information  from  his  book.  We  also  discussed  why  the  Caspian  oil  find 
is  overestimated  by  about  a  factor  of  ten.  He  recentjy  sent  me  a  copy 
of  OThe  Post-Petroleum  Paradigm~and  PopulationO  which  is  published  in 
Population  and  Environment:  A  journal  of  Interdisciplinary  Studies  March 
1999.  I  would  suggest  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  Edmonton  Journal  to 
rebut  their  article. 

Howard  Scott  wrote  in  1933,  OTechnocracy  is  a  research 
organization-Technocracy  makes  one  basic  postulate:  that  the  phenomena 
involved  in  the  functional  operation  of  a  social  mechanism  are 
metrical. 6  I  write,  OToday,  others  are  doing  the  research  and 
measurements  and  the  data  is  out  there  if  we  care  to  look  for  it.  The 
ecosystem  cannot  long  survive  the  continued  burning  of  fossil  fuels  even 
if  we  could  find  more  fossil  fuels  in  large  quantities  ,  which  we  can 
not.  The  planet  is  warming,  the  North  polar  ice  cap  is  melting,  the 
permafrost  has  receded  about  200  miles  and  we  have  had  the  hottest  years 
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since  records  have  been  kept.  Under  the  present  method  of  operation 
this  society  is  terminal.  Do  not  believe  everything  you  read  in  the 
papersO 

Respectfully 

Robert 

wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca  wrote: 

Edmonton  Journal,  9  June  1999:  "Oilsands  'almost  limitless'  as 
crude 
reserves  wane".  Larry  Johnsrude,  Legislature  Bureau  Chief. 

"Conventional  crude  oil  RESERVES  continued  to  dwindle  last 
year  while  oilsands  RESERVES  grew,  according  to  the  Alberta  Energy  and 
Utilities  Board. 
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Remaining  conventional  crude  oil  decreased  by  3.5  percent  in 
1998, 

the  AEUB  said  in  its  annual  reserves  report.  Conventional  crude 
RESERVES 

now  stand  at  73  million  barrels.  (Walt  says  that  Canada  had  71  million 
barrels  in  1974  and  only  51  million  barrels  in  1994  and  that  Government 
petroleum  ministries  have  an  inherent  interest  in  announcing  the  Ogood 
newsO  of  large  national  hydrocarbon  reserves  inasmuch  as  large  political 
reserves  are  useful  for  national  prestige  and  in  negotiations  for  OPEC 
production  quotas,  World  Bank  loans  and  grants,  etc.6  In  other  words  we 
are  being  deliberately  and  systematically  lied  to. ) 


The  decline  is  a  continuation  of  a  trend  that  began  in  1976, 
when 
oil  production  first  started  to  outstrip  the  discovery  of  new  reserves. 

"The  other  side  of  the  story  is  we  have  almost  a  limitless 
supply 

of  bitumen  (oilsands)  reserves",  said  Andy  Burrowes,  an  analyst  with  the 
AEUB. 

Oilsands  reserves  increased  by  about  1.1  billion  barrels  in 
1998, 
he  said. 


"We're  having  more  and  more  production  coming  from  the  bitumen 
side." 

Natural  gas  reserves  at  the  end  of  1998  stood  at  1 .2  trillion 
cubic  metres,  a  decline  of  44  billion  cubic  metres  from  1997. 

Burrowes  said  about  70  percent  of  conventional  crude  and  80 
percent  of  natural  gas  reserves  are  replaced  each  year. 
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If  all  exploration  were  to  cease,  Alberta  would  have  enough 
conventional  crude  oil  to  last  6.3  years  and  enough  natural  gas  to  last 
nine  years. 

By  contrast,  there  would  be  ENOUGH  OILSANDS  TO  LAST  180  YEARS, 
Burrowes  added."  End. 
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Date:  Mon,  28  Jun  1999  01:18:01  -0700 

From:  "Robert  L.  Hickerson"  <roberth@snowcrest .net> 

To :  wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton . ab . ca 

Cc:  bette_hiebert@bc.syinpatico.ca,  members@technocracy.org, 

former@technocracy.org 
Subject:  An   interesting  Press  Item 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 


Subject : 


Date; 


From: 


Re: 


Sun,  27  Jun  1999  23:55:48  -0700 

"Robert  L.  Hickerson"  <roberth@snowcrest .net> 


Walt  and  others. 

First  some  definition:   yReserves"-  are  those  resources  which  are 
Tj-producible,  within  a  known  time  and  with  known  techniques,  at  known 
costs  and  in  known  fields."-   irBITUMEN"-  is  a  general  term  applied  to 
solid  and  semi-solid  hydrocarbon  materials,  and  is  sometimes  used  for 
oilsands  and  tarsands .   AEUB  is  Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board. 

Alberta  Energy  and  Utilities  Board  states  there  are  1.7 
trillion 

barrels  of  bitumen  in  place,  and  the  national  Energy  Board  of  Canada 
estimates  there  are  2.5  trillion  barrels.   BOTH  ORGANIZATIONS  AGREE  THAT 
ABOUT  300  BILLION  BARRELS  ARE  ULTIMATELY  RECOVERABLE  WITH  ABOUT  FOUR 
BILLION  BARRELS  THAT  CAN  BE  PRODUCED  UNDER  EXISTING  ECONOMIC 
CONDITIONS.   The  energy  recovery  efficiency  of  oilsands  operations  is 
very  much  lower  than  from  conventional  oil  operations.   It  is  estimated 
that  it  takes  the  equivalent  of  two  out  of  each  three  barrels  of  oil 
recovered  to  pay  for  all  the  energy  and  other  costs  involved  in  getting 
the  oil  from  oilsands.   In  1995,  production  from  the  oilsands  operation 
at  Fort  McMurray  was  a  total  of  73.9  million  barrels  for  the  year.   This 
would  be  a  little  over  four  days  supply  for  the  United  States. 
Currently  about  21  percent  of  Canada  (=s  crude  oil  needs  are  supplied  by 
this  oil.   Recommendations  for  expanding  these  operations,  if 
implemented  would  raise  production  so  that  about  50  percent  of  Canada ps 
oil  demand  would  be  met  by  2020.   Now  to  the  bottom  line. 

MYTH:   Canada ps  oilsands  with  1.7  trillion  barrels  of  oil  will 
be  a 
major  world  oil  supply. 


It  appears  to  be  true  that  in  the  Athabasca  oilsands  and  nearby 
related 

heavy  oil  and  bitumen  deposits  of  northern  Alberta  there  is  more  oil 
than  in  all  of  the  Persian  Gulf  deposits  put  together. 

REALITY: 

The  impressive  figure  of  1.7  trillion  barrels  of  oil  is 
deceiving.   It 
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is  likely  that  only  a  relatively  small  amount  of  that  total  can  be 
economically  recovered.   The  oil  is  true  crude  oil,  but  it  cannot  be 
recovered  by  conventional  well  drilling.   Almost  all  of  it  is  now 
recovered  by  strip  mining.   The  overburden  is  removed  and  the  oilsand  is 
dug  up  and  hauled  to  a  processing  plant.   There  the  oil  is  removed  by  a 
water  floatation  process.   The  waste  sand  has  to  be  disposed  of. 

Much  of  the  oilsand  is  too  deep  to  be  reached  by  strip  mining. 
Other 

methods  are  being  tried  to  recover  this  deeper  oil,  but  the  economics 
are  marginal.   With  the  strip  mining  and  refining  process  now  in  use,  it 
takes  the  energy  equivalent  of  two  barrels  of  oil  to  produce  one 
barrel.   To  expand  the  strip  mining  operation  to  the  extent  which  could, 
for  example,  produce  the  18  million  barrels  of  oil  used  each  day  in  the 
United  States  would  involve  THE  WORLD (=S  BIGGEST  MINING  OPERATION,  ON  A 
SCALE  WHICH  IS  SIMPLY  NOT  POSSIBLE  IN  THE  FORESEEABLE  FUTURE,  IF  EVER, 
Canada  will  probable  gradually  increase  the  oil  production  from  these 
deposits,  but  until  the  conventional  oil  of  the  world  is  largely 
depleted  these  Canadian  deposits  are  likely  to  represent  only  A  VERY 
SMALL  FRACTION  OF  WORLD  PRODUCTION.   The  production  will  ALWAYS  BE 
INSIGNIFICANT  RELATIVE  TO  P0TENTI7VL  DEMAND.   Oil  sands  are  now  and  will 
be  important  to  Canada  as  a  long-term  source  of  energy  and  income.   BUT 
THEY  WILL  NOT  BE  A  SOURCE  OF  OIL  AS  ARE  THE  WORLD  |=S  OIL  WELLS  TODAY. 

In  early  April  I  spent  one  afternoon  with  Dr.  Walter  Youngquist 
in 

Eugene  Oregon.   Walt  is  a  world  famous  Petroleum  Geologist  and  friend  of 
the  late  M.  King  Hubbert.   He  is  the  author  of  GeoDestinies,  The 
Inevitable  Control  of  Earth  Resources  Over  Nations  and  Individuals, 
Copyright  1997.   I  commend  this  book  to  you  and  I  excerpted  the  above 
information  from  his  book.   We  also  discussed  why  the  Caspian  oil  find 
is  overestimated  by  about  a  factor  of  ten.   He  recently  sent  me  a  copy 
of  l=The  Post-Petroleum  Paradigm--and  Population  (=  which  is  published  in 
Population  and  Environment:  A  journal  of  Interdisciplinary  Studies  March 
1999.   I  would  suggest  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  Edmonton  Journal  to 
rebut  their  article. 


Howard  Scott  wrote  in  1933, 
organization--Technocracy  makes  one 
involved  in  the  functional  operatic 
metrical."-  I  write,  yToday,  others 
measurements  and  the  data  is  out  th 
ecosystem  cannot  long  survive  the  c 
if  we  could  find  more  fossil  fuels 
not.  The  planet  is  warming,  the  No 
permafrost  has  receded  about  200  mi 
since  records  have  been  kept.  Unde 
this  society  is  terminal.  Do  not  b 
papers 


IL 


yTechnocracy  is  a  research 
basic  postulate;  that  the  phenomena 
n  of  a  social  mechanism  are 
are  doing  the  research  and 
ere  if  we  care  to  look  for  it.   The 
ontinued  burning  of  fossil  fuels  even 
in  large  quantities  ,  which  we  can 
rth  polar  ice  cap  is  melting,  the 
les  and  we  have  had  the  hottest  years 
r  the  present  method  of  operation 
elieve  everything  you  read  in  the 


Respectfully 
Robert 


wfryers@freenet .edmonton. ab. ca  wrote: 

Edmonton  Journal,  9  June  1999:  "Oilsands  'almost  limitless'  as 
crude 


reserves  wane".  Larry  Johnsrude,  Legislature  Bureau  Chief. 

"Conventional  crude  oil  RESERVES  continued  to  dwindle  last 
year  while  oilsands  RESERVES  grew,  according  to  the  Alberta  Energy  and 
Utilities  Board. 

Remaining  conventional  crude  oil  decreased  by  3.5  percent  in 
1998, 

the  AEUB  said  in  its  annual  reserves  report.   Conventional  crude 
RESERVES 

now  stand  at  73  million  barrels.   (Walt  says  that  Canada  had  71  million 
barrels  in  1974  and  only  51  million  barrels  in  1994  and  that  Government 
petroleum  ministries  have  an  inherent  interest  in  announcing  the  ^good 
news  [=  of  large  national  hydrocarbon  reserves  inasmuch  as  large  political 
reserves  are  useful  for  national  prestige  and  in  negotiations  for  OPEC 
production  quotas.  World  Bank  loans  and  grants,  etc."-  In  other  words  we 
are  being  deliberately  and  systematically  lied  to.  ) 

The  decline  is  a  continuation  of  a  trend  that  began  in  1976, 
when 
oil  production  first  started  to  outstrip  the  discovery  of  new  reserves. 

"The  other  side  of  the  story  is  we  have  almost  a  limitless 
supply 

of  bitumen  (oilsands)  reserves",  said  Andy  Burrowes,  an  analyst  with  the 
AEUB. 


1998, 
he  said, 


Oilsands  reserves  increased  by  about  1.1  billion  barrels  in 


side . " 


"We're  having  more  and  more  production  coming  from  the  bitumen 


Natural  gas  reserves  at  the  end  of  1998  stood  at  1.2  trillion 
cubic  metres,  a  decline  of  44  billion  cubic  metres  from  1997. 

Burrowes  said  about  70  percent  of  conventional  crude  and  80 
percent  of  natural  gas  reserves  are  replaced  each  year. 

If  all  exploration  were  to  cease.  Alberta  would  have  enough 
conventional  crude  oil  to  last  6.3  years  and  enough  natural  gas  to  last 
nine  years. 


By  contrast,  there  would  be  ENOUGH  OILSANDS  TO  LAST  180  YEARS, 
Burrowes  added."   End. 
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Date:  Fri,  23  Jul  1999  07:13:21  +1200  (NZST) 

From:  Brian  Sandle  <bsandle@southern. co .nz> 

To:  DDlCameron@aol.com 

Co:  technocrat2@juno.com,  members@technocracy.org,  former@technocracy.org, 

technocracy@pacifier.com 
Subject:  Re:  Watts  and  BTU's 


On  Thu,  22  Jul  1999  DDlCameron@aol.com  wrote: 

>  Date:  Thu,  22  Jul  1999  10:46:23  EDT 

>  From:  DDlCameron@aol.com 

>  To:  bsandlegkalessin. southern. CO. nz,  technocrat2@juno.com, 

>  members@technocracy.org,  former@technocracy.org, 

>  technocracy@pacifier.com 

>  Subject:  Re:  Watts  and  BTU's 
> 

>  YUP  all  energy  is  just  that.  Energy.  Different  units  of  measurement  for 

>  different  energy  sources,  and  all  convertible,  mathematically,  from  one  unit 

>  to  another. 

>  Power  in  watts  is  equal  to   I  X  E,  (amps  time  volts  DC  of  course.) 

>  dean  MAL 
> 

E  is  volts,  yes.  Nowdays  school  pupils  learn  volts  as  the  energy  per  charge. 

Volts  is  joules  per  coulomb. 

Coulombs  are  electric  charge. 

Electric  current  I,  is  the  charge  flow  per  time  or  coulombs  per  second. 

So 


IxE 


coulombs 
seconds 

joules 
seconds 
watts . 


joules 
coulomb 


Going  back  to  horespower,  the  British  system  power,  a  horse  was 
considered  to  be  able  to  comfortably  do  a  certain  amount  of  work  in  a 
certain  time,  called  a  horsepower. 

Pushing  a  pole  attached  to  a  pulley  with  gearing  a  horse  could  lift  550 
pounds  per  second,  through  a  height  of  one  foot. 

So  550  foot-pounds  weight  per  second  is  one  horse  power.  That  is  a  force 
times  a  distance  divided  by  a  time.  The  force  times  the  distance  is  an 
energy  or  amount  of  work.  Divde  the  work  by  time  to  get  power  or  rate  of 
working,  horsepower  in  that  example. 

Working  comfortably  a  man  could  raise  the  weight  the  same  as  the  horse  in 


LV  .<- 


■i^-K  '^ 


a  rather  longer  time  -  works  at  a  lesser  level  of  horsepower.  He  does  the 
same  work  but  more  slowly  in  raising  the  550  pound  weight  one  foot. 

In  the  Systeme  Internationale  of  units,  the  distance  is  the  metre  and  the 
force  is  the  newton.  Work  is  still  force  x  distance,  newtons  x  metres. 
The  units  of  work  are  joules.  One  joule  per  second  is  one  watt. 

If  you  wish  to  understand  further  about  a  newton  it  is  the  force  which 
will  speed  up  a  kilogram  mass  by  a  rate  of  one  metre  per  second  each 
second. 

The  force  of  gravity  will  speed  up  an  object  by  9.8  metres  per  second 
each  second.  (It  varies  a  little  from  point  to  point  on  the  earth.) 

That  gives  that  the  force  of  gravity  on  a  kilogram  mass  is  9.8  newtons. 
So  to  lift  a  kilogram  mass  one  metre  will  take  an  energy  of  9.8  joules. 
Doing  that  in  one  second  is  expending  energy  at  a  rate  of  9.8  watts.  It 
does  not  have  to  have  anything  to  do  with  electricity. 

A  horsepower  is  746  watts. 

TVnother  unit  of  energy  is  kilowatt-hours.  Mulitply  the  kilowatts  by  the 
hours  for  which  they  are  used  to  get  kilowatt-hours. 

Since  a  kilowatt  is  1000  joules  per  second,  a  kilowatt-hour  is 
60  X  60  X  1000  or  3.6  megajoules. 

Sometimes  on  food  packaging  I  have  seen  the  energy  content  that  the  food 
will  provide  listed  in  kilojoules  (kJ) .  To  have  a  person  working  at  a 
rate  of  one  tenth  of  a  horsepower,  that  is  a  rate  of  74.6  watts,  will 
require  74.6  joules  per  second,  or  74.6  x  60  joules  per  minute  or  74,6  x 
60  x  60  joules  per  hour  or  268.56  kJ  per  hour. 

Half  a  litre  of  2%  skim  milk  would  provide  an  energy  of  some  1200  kJ.  But 
of  course  man's  body  is  only  partially  efficient.  It  also  has  a  basal 
energy  expenditure. 

For  interest  the  basal  energy  expenditure  of  a  man  in  Calories  (that  is 
actually  kilocalories  and  1  kilocalorie  is  4.18  kJ) 

is  given  by 

66  +  (13.7xweight  in  kg)  +  (5  x  height  in  cm)  -  (6,8  x  age  in  years) 
per  day. 

I  work  that  out  as  1,653  for  a  70  kg  180  cm  40  year  old. 

That  is  1,653  x  4.18  or  6,910  kJ, 

Since  there  are  60  x  60  x  24  or  86,400  seconds  per  day  that  would  be 
6,910,000/86400  joules  per  second 

which  is  about  80  watts. 

The  recipe  for  basal  energy  calculation  comes  from  "Handbook  of  Clinical 
Dietetics"  by  the  Amercian  Dietetic  Association. 

The  recipe  for  women  is 
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Date:  Mon,  16  Aug  1999  21:03:52  EDT 
From:  Hartl24c41@aol.com 
To:  technocrat2@juno.com 
Cc:  members@technocracy.org 
Subject:  Re:  Watts  and  BTU's 

Hi,  Joe; 

Thanks  for  the  update  on  power  and  energy  conversions....!  guess  my  comments 
were  motivated  more  by  a  desire  to  get  away  from  the  old  British  system  of 
measurements  and  to  encourage  us  to  convert  to  the  metric/celsius  modern 

versions  of  units I  got  my  B.  S.  in  engineering  from  the  U.S. Naval 

Academy  so  long  ago  that  I've  forgotten  even  the  old  terminology,  much  less 
the  new! ! ! 

I  think  it  would  be  a  good  time  for  someone  to  make  up  a  list  of  not  only  the 
appropriate  terms  we  should  be  using,  but  also  of  the  common  ways  in  which  we 

are  likely  to  use  them in  the  "old  days",  I  recall  the  Chief  would 

dazzle  me  with  a  bunch  of  statistics  to  describe  the  condition  of  the  country 
at  the  time,  from  the  number  of  tons  of  steel  produced  to  the  quads  of 

electricity,  etc.,  and  the  terms  Kg/C  and  others  were  often  unfamiliar if 

we  are  to  speak  authoritatively  on  the  material  and  financial  condition  of 
America,  we  owe  it  to  ourselves  to  be  familiar  with  such  terms,  don't  you 
agree?   How  about  coming  up  with  such  a  list?    I'll  help. 


Hart  Stringf ellow. 


MAL 
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Date:  Thu,  9  Sep  1999  11:16:10  -0700 

From:  Joe  H  Dorsey  <technocrat2@juno. com> 

To:  Hartl24c41@aol.coin 

Co:  meinbers@technocracy.org 

Subject:  Re:  Watts  and  BTU's 

Hi  Hart, 

Sorry  it  takes  so  long  to  reply,  but  I  don't  always  have  access  to  my 

computer  &  e-mail.  You  wrote: 

On  Mon,  16  Aug  1999  21:03:52  EDT  Hartl24c41@aol.com  writes: 
>Hi,  Joe; 

>Thanks  for  the  update  on  power  and  energy  conversions....!  guess  my 

>comments 

>were  motivated  more  by  a  desire  to  get  away  from  the  old  British 

>system  of 

>measurements  and  to  encourage  us  to  convert  to  the  metric/celsius 

>modern 

>versions  of  units I  got  my  B.  S.  in  engineering  from  the  U.S. Naval 

>Academy  so  long  ago  that  I've  forgotten  even  the  old  terminology,  much 

>less 

>the  new! ! ! 

>I  think  it  would  be  a  good  time  for  someone  to  make  up  a  list  of  not 
>only  the 

>appropriate  terms  we  should  be  using,  but  also  of  the  common  ways  in 
>which  we 

>are  likely  to  use  them in  the  "old  days",  I  recall  the  Chief 

>would 

>dazzle  me  with  a  bunch  of  statistics  to  describe  the  condition  of  the 

>country 

>at  the  time,  from  the  number  of  tons  of  steel  produced  to  the  quads  of 

>electricity,  etc.,  and  the  terms  Kg/C  and  others  were  often 

>unfamiliar if 

>we  are  to  speak  authoritatively  on  the  material  and  financial 

>condition  of 

>America,  we  owe  it  to  ourselves  to  be  familiar  with  such  terms,  don't 

>you 

>agree?   How  about  coming  up  with  such  a  list?    I'll  help. 


>Hart  Stringfellow, 


MAL 


You  bring  up  some  interesting  questions  and  since  Technocracy  is  all 
about  answering  questions,  I  did  a  little  digging  to  look  up  some 
answers.  The  best  overall  reference  I  found  for  this  specific  question 
lies  in  a  compendium  of  articles  contained  in  a  volume  issued  by  the 
University  Presses  of  Florida  titled  "Coal  Burning  Issues", 
A.E.S.Green, ed.  These  articles  were  published  by  the  University  of 
Florida  in  1980  using  various  state  and  Dept.  of  Energy  grant  funds.  The 
articles  were  written  by  people  with  academic  expertise  in  various  areas 
of  engineering,  physics,  environmental  issues,  law,  etc.  Since  my  scanner 
isn't  up  yet,  I  will  type  a  quote  from  the  introductory  article  titled: 
ENERGY  UNITS  AND  THE  DIMENSIONS  OF  THE  PROBLEM: 
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"The  units  used  to  describe  energy  quantities  vary  greatly,  even  among 
professional  people.  Human  energy  is  measured  in  consumption  of 
kilocalories  (kcal)  per  capita  per  day.  For  example,  under  moderate 
exertion  the  average  American  male  uses  3,220  kcal  per  day  and  the 
average  American  female  2,320  kcal  per  day.  By  contrast,  heat  engineers 
describe  energy  in  terms  of  British  Thermal  Units  (BTU) ,  physicists  use 
the  kilojoules  (kilowatt-sec) ,  electrical  engineers  use  kilowatt-hours, 
petroleum  engineers  use  barrels  of  oil,  gas  engineers  use  millions  of 
cubic  feet,  and  mining  engineers  use  tons  of  coal,  either  in  short-tons 
(2,000  pounds)  or  metric  tons,  (1,000  kilograms).  All  describe  the  same 
basic  quantity,  but  in  terms  that  have  no  readily  apparent  conversion 
equivalence,  such  as  the  trivial  conversion  of,  say,  feet  to  inches.  This 
communication  hitch  has  been  made  even  worse  by  the  growth  in  use  of  a 
number  of  new  words  to  describe  energy  resources  in  global  terms.  Thus, 
the  quad=10**15  (10  to  the  15th  power)  BTU,  the  Gigaton=10**9  tons  of 
coal  equivalent  (GTC)  have  come  into  use  and  now  compete  with  older  terms 
such  as  millions  of  barrels  of  oil  (MBO)  and  trillions  of  cubic  feet  of 
natural  gas  (TCF)  to  describe  energy  resources." 

At  this  point  my  typing  fingers  are  giving  out  but  I  guess  you  get  the 
gist  of  all  of  this.  The  book  goes  on  to  present  rather  elaborate 
conversion  tables  that  you,  I'm  sure,  would  find  useful.  Unfortunately, 
they  are  both  extensive  and  presented  in  scientific  notation  which  my 
crude  word  processor  will  not  easily  handle  (i.e.  exponentiation) . 
Rather  than  agonize  over  retyping  these  tables,  perhaps  I  could  fax  them 
to  you,  or  failing  that  allow  the  US  Postal  Service  to  expend  to  kcal 
needed  to  deliver  by  snail  mail.  Please  let  me  know  if  you  want  anymore 
info  on  this  rather  extensive  subject  and  I  will  try  to  get  it  to  you  in 
a  timely  manner. 

Joe  Dorsey 


Get  the  Internet  just  the  way  you  want  it. 

Free  software,  free  e-mail,  and  free  Internet  access  for  a  month! 

Try  Juno  Web:  http://dl.www.juno.com/dynoget/tagj. 
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-[K>B 

-[K>electricity,  etc.,  and  the  terms  Kg/C  and  others  were  often  B 

-[K-[7mPrint  Message  9  using  "attached-to-ansi"  ? 
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Date:  Tue,  14  Sep  1999  00:14:19  -0700 

From:  "Robert  L.  Hickerson"  <roberth@snowcrest .net> 

To:  David  Ravlin  <educator@vcn.bc. ca> 

Cc:  Hartl24c41@aol.com,  jqs@pond.net,  members@technocracy.org, 

former@technocracy.org 
Subject:  Re:  THE  OIL-  comment 

Davidx  Wrote: 

In  South  Africa  there  is  a  plant  on  a  coal  field  which  outputs  oil  at 
a  rate  of  55e06,  so  what  if  the  oil  runs  out?  I  don't  get  it? 

Read  Walt  Youngquist  Geo  Destinies  page  224.   "Coal  as  oil 
substitute".    In  South  Africa,  the  Sasol  Process  can  not  compete  with 
conventional  oil,  so  the  government  paid  a  subsidy  for  the  synthetic 
fuel  which  from  1985-1994  amounted  to  $960  million.   If  coal  were  to  be 
used  in  the  US  as  a  substantial  substitute  for  oil  by  liquefying  it,  the 
cost  of  putting  in  place  the  physical  plants  which  would  be  needed  to 
supply  the  US  with  oil  as  we  use  in  now  would  be  enormous.   And  to  mine 
the  coal  which  would  have  to  go  into  these  plants  would  involve  the 
largest  mining  operation  ever  seen  in  the  world."   Walt  does  not  give 
the  energy  cost  but  it  has  to  be  very  high. 

Hubbert  gave  the  numbers  on  tidal  power.   It  is  not  premature  to  write 
off  an  increase  in  overall  power  use.   It  is  already  happening  per 
capita. 

Robert 


Dr 


On  Thu,  19  Aug  1999  Hartl24c41@aol.com  wrote: 

>  Robert; 
> 

>  Your  comments  regarding  the  decline  in  the  use  of  oil  for  industrial 

>  development  were  very  interesting,  and,  if  based  upon  the  use  of  oil  alone, 

>  would  surely  be  correct ... .but  there  are  already  some  exciting  results  in 

>  research  on  thin  film  solar  cells,  not  to  mention  a  burgeoning  interest  in 

>  windpower  and  tidal  power  for  which  there  is  no  practical  limit,  so  it  may  b 

>  a  bit  premature  to  write  off  an  increase  in  overall  power  use ... .besides,  yo 

>  can't  understimate  the  ability  of  the  so-called  Power  Elite  and  their  New 

>  World  Order  to  get  what  they  want! ! ! ! !   Just  commenting. 
> 

>  Hart> 

David  Ravlin  wrote: 
> 

>  I  South  Africa  there  is  a  plant  on  a  coal  field  which  outputs  oil  at 

>  a  rate  of  55e06,  so  what  if  the  oil  runs  out?  I  don't  get  it? 
> 

>  — 

>  Dr 
> 

>  On  Thu,  19  Aug  1999  Hartl24c41@aol.com  wrote: 
> 

>  >  Robert; 

>  > 


>  >  Your  comments  regarding  the  decline  in  the  use  of  oil  for  industrial 

>  >  development  were  very  interesting,  and,  if  based  upon  the  use  of  oil  alone 

>  >  would  surely  be  correct ... .but  there  are  already  some  exciting  results  in 

>  >  research  on  thin  film  solar  cells,  not  to  mention  a  burgeoning  interest  in 

>  >  windpower  and  tidal  power  for  which  there  is  no  practical  limit,  so  it  may 

>  >  a  bit  premature  to  write  off  an  increase  in  overall  power  use. .. .besides, 

>  >  can't  understimate  the  ability  of  the  so-called  Power  Elite  and  their  New 

>  >  World  Order  to  get  what  they  want! ! ! ! !   Just  commenting. 

>  > 

>  >  Hart 

>  > 
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Date:  Wed,  15  Sep  1999  21:15:20  EDT 

From:  Hartl24c41@aol.com 

To:  roberth@snowcrest.net 

Cc:  educator@vcn.bc. ca,  jqs@pond.net,  members@technocracy.org, 

former@technocracy.org 
Subject:  Re:  THE  OIL-  comment 

Hi,  Robert  and  David; 

This  conversation  about  oil  and  its  alternatives  is  getting  over  my  head.   I 
need  to  do  a  little  homework  and  consult  with  a  fellow  engineer  named  David 
Bruderly  here  who  SELLS  electric  autos  and  knows   a  lot  about  this  stuff. 
Then  I'll  get  back  to  you  guys  when  I'm  smarter.   I  do  recall  an  article  I 
read  that  discussed  a  special  desert  weed  with  a  black  berry  loaded  with  oil, 
It  needs  no  cultivation  and  grows  in  the  desert;   it  was  calculated  that  it 
might  replace  a  high  percentage  of  our  national  oil  requirements  if  we  grew 
it  in  quantity.   Frankly,  I'm  convinced  that  if  the  oil  companies  opened  up 
their  hidden  patents  on  energy  production,  we  would  have  no  problem. ...  there 
is  just  too  much  energy  pouring  on  to  the  earth's  surface  each  day  that  is 

not  utilized.   Keep  in  touch I  really  enjoy  my  contacts  with  you 

guys . .Hart 
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Date:  Tue,  05  Oct  1999  18:29:20  -0700 

From:  "Robert  L.  Hickerson"  <roberth@snowcrest .net> 

To:  members@technocracy.org,  former@technocracy.org 

Cc:  Al  Germann  <acger@snowcrest .net>,  Saeculum@bellatlantic.net 

Subject:  THE  BEST-KEPT  SECRET  IN  WASHINGTON 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 


People, 


Robert 


Go  to:   http: //dieof f , com/pagel73 .htm 


THE  BEST-KEPT  SECRET  IN  WASHINGTON 

Brain  Food  —  Third  Quarter,  1999 
by  Jay  Hanson  --  www.dieoff.org 

ENERGY  SOURCES 

By  definition,  energy  "sources"  must  produce  more  energy  than  they 
consume,  otherwise  they  are 
called  "sinks". 

The  market  economy  burns  energy  to  make  money  --  there  is  no  substitute 

for  energy.—  Although  the 

economy  treats  energy  just  like  any  other  resource,  itf=s  not  like  any 

other  resource.—  Available  energy 

is  the  precondition  for  all  resources  --  including  energy  resources. 

The  key  to  understanding  energy  issues  is  to  look  at  the  "energy  price" 

of  energy.—  Energy  "sources" 

that  consume  more  energy  than  they  produce  are  called  "sinks"  and  are 

worthless  as  sources  of 

energy.—  This  thermodynamic  law  applies  no  matter  how  high  the  "money 

price"  of  energy  goes. 

The  market  economy  receives  almost  80  percent  of  its  energy  subsidies 

from  nonrenewable  fossil 

sources:  oil,  gas,  and  coal.—  They  are  called  "nonrenewable"  because, 

for  all  practical  purposes,  they're 

not  being  made  any  more.—  The  reason  they  are  called  "fossil"  is  because 

they  were  "produced"  by 

nature  from  dead  plants  and  animals  over  several  hundred  million  years. 

In  the  1950s,  oil  producers  discovered  about  fifty  barrels  of  oil  for 

every  barrel  invested  in  drilling  and 

pumping.^  Today,  the  figure  is  only  about  five  for  one.^  Sometime  around 

2005,  that  figure  will  become 

one  for  one.—  In  other  words,  even  if  the  price  of  oil  reaches  $500  a 

barrel,  it  wouldn't  make  energy 

sense  to  look  for  new  oil  in  the  United  States  after  2005  because  it 

would  consume  more  energy  than  it 

would  recover. 


The  increasing  energy  cost  of  oil  sets  up  a  positive  feedback  loop; 
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since  oil  is  used  directly  or  indirectly 

in  everything,  as  the  energy  costs  of  oil  increase,  the  energy  costs  of 

everything  else  increase  too  — 

including  other  forms  of  energy.^  For  example,  oil  provides  about  50%  of 

the  fuel  used  in  coal 

extraction. [ 6] 

Immutable  energy  laws  tell  us  that  a  growing  economy  must  eventually 

consume  more  energy  than  it 

can  buy.^  When  America  spends  more-than-one  unit  of  energy  to  produce 

enough  goods  and  services  to 

buy  one  unit  of  energy,  it  will  be  physically  impossible  to  cover  the 

overhead  (money  is  irrelevant) .—  At 

that  point,  America's  economic  machine  is  "out  of  gas".—  Forever! 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 

Sent: 

Attach: 

Subject: 


Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

<ENicho1624@aol.com>;  <HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <cecilkeith@prodigy.net>; 

<members@t9chn0cracy.org>;  <abraswe@bellsuth.net> 

August  10,  2000  11:19  AM 

[energyresources]  Natural  Gas  The  5  Stages  To  Market  Panic.emI 

Fwd:  [energyresources]  Natural  Gas:  The  5  Stages  To  Market  Panic 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Han  Goldman  <ilan@mira.net> 

To:  <energyresources@egroups.com> 

Sent:  August  1 0,  2000  6:09  AM 

Subject:  [energyresources]  Natural  Gas:  The  5  Stages  To  Market  Panic 

from: 

http;//pub3.ezboard.com/fdownstreamventurespetroleummarkets.showMessage? 
topiclD=947. topic 

Natural  Gas  Outlook  2001 

(Energy)  Natural  Gas  Outlook  2001  -  $7/MM  Btu 

NATURAL  GAS:  THE  FIVE  STAGES  TO  MARKET  PANIC 
by  Charles  T.  Maxwell,  Senior  Energy 


Analyst  ( maxwell@weedenco.com ) 

The  low  natural  gas  reinjection  numbers  we  have  seen  so  far  this  spring  in 

the  US  tell  their  own  tale.  We 

are  not  on  our  way  to  putting  three  trillion  cubic  feet  of  gas,  or  anything 

like  it,  into  storage  for  use 

next  winter.  From  a  low  of  one  trillion  cubic  feet  (  and  nearly  50  %  of 

that  is  facility  and  line  "fill",  i.e.,  is 

not  usable  ) ,  we  would  be  fortunate  now  to  bring  stored  supplies  up  to  2.3 

Tcf  by  early  next 

November,  the  start  of  the  gas  consuming  season.  Given  the  presumed  retreat 

of  the  La  Nina  weather 

pattern,  the  strong  US  economy,  and  the  substantial  number  of  new 

natural-gas-fueled  base-load 

generating  plants  using  combined-cycle  technology  coming  on  stream  over  the 

next  six  months,  I  have 

had  to  revise  my  estimate  for  peak  gas  storage  down  a  bit  from  the  2.5  Tcf 

number  I  was  using  two 

months  ago. 

In  practical  terms,  unless  the  coming  winter  approaches  the  highly-unusual, 

+13%  warmer-than  -usual 

season  we  have  just  passed  through,  US  gas  storage  numbers  are  accumulating 

in  a  potentially 

disastrous  pattern  of  insufficient  gas  to  take  this  country  through  the 

full  span  of  cold  weather  to  April 

of  2001 .  There  is  the  possibility  that  we  will  be  forced  to  allocate  gas 

supplies  to  private  homes, 

government  departments  and  public  institutions,  to  defense  installations 

and  to  schools,  universities, 

hospitals,  and  so  on.  To  the  degree  that  is  necessary,  gas  will  have  to  be 

allocated  away  from 
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manufacturing  industry. 

Hit  hardest,  in  such  a  period,  would  be  sectors  of  the  economy  that  use  a 

high  proportion  of  natural 

gas  in  their  fuel  mix  such  as  cement  plants,  glass  works,  heat-treating  and 

metal-shaping  plants,  heavy 

chemicals,  steel,  copper  and  aluminum  makers,  and  so  on.  Subsequently, 

problems  of  insufficient 

production  of  component  parts  and  intermediate  materials  could  quickly 

spread  to  car  and  aircraft 

manufacturers,  commercial  construction  and  machine  assembly  industries.  In 

short,  the  use  of  natural 

gas  is  so  widespread  in  our  manufacturing  system  that  shortages  of  it  for, 

say,  a  two  month  period 

from  late  January  of  2001  to  late  March  would  wreak  havoc  on  many  areas  of 

our  economy. 

It  would  surely  slow  national  GDP  growth,  and  heavily  penalize  the  profits 

of  many  industnal  firms. 

However,  all  this  is  theoretical.  It  really  couldn't  turn  out  this  way, 

could  it?  Yes,  it  could.  And,  unless 

the  trends  I  see  in  place  now  of  close  to  3  %  incremental  natural  gas 

consumption  in  the  US  vs.  flat  or 

slightly  down  natural  gas  production  are  reversed  for  some  reason  I  cannot 

now  perceive,  the  "disaster 

scenario"  outlined  above  must  be  considered  the  most  likely  one. 

Perhaps  the  most  intriguing  part  of  the  emerging  outlook  for  a  shortfall  in 

gas  supplies  is  not  the  fact 

that  the  crisis  has  arrived  (  after  all  it  has  been  predicted  for  years, 

and,  up  to  now,  nothing  serious  has 

occurred  ) ,  but  rather  the  point  that  we  are  advancing  deeper  and  deeper 

into  this  energy  problem  and 

no  one,  other  than  a  few  Wall  Street  analysts,  are  making  any  warning 

noises  about  it.  The  media  is 

quiet. 

It  is  either  non-believing  or  unimpressed  by  the  dimensions  of  what  is 

visible.  Government,  at  all  levels, 

is  complacent.  There  are  no  public  outcries  even  from  executive  figures  in 

gas  consuming  industries  that 

are  heavily  dependent  on  the  fuel.  We  are  becalmed  in  a  sea  of  silence  on 

this  issue  as  we  pass  into 

summer.  The  weather  is  fair,  and  the  "livin'  is  easy".  And,  when  winter 

comes?  It's  just  another  season, 

following  summer.  Nothing  to  worry  about. 

However,  a  few  important  people  in  the  system  quite  plainly  see  the 
outlines  of  what  is  to  come.  Their 

traders  are  bidding  up  the  price  of  natural  gas  dramatically  (  now  100% 
higher  than  the  last  year's 
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$2.10  per  mm  btu  price  at  this  season  )  in  order  to  secure  supplies  for 

storage  now  -  supplies  that  may 

not  be  available  next  February  when  many  industries  could  be  facing 

downtime.  These  gas  buyers  are 

doing  their  homework.  And,  it  is  their  lead  that  investors  should  be 

following. 

Still,  I  am  ahead  of  the  story  in  my  surprise  that  the  media  has  not  yet 

picked  up  on  the  coming  crisis. 

For  over  the  years  (  and  I  have  a  good  many  of  them  ) ,  it  has  been  my 

experience  that  there  is  a 

repetitive  cycle  to  how  these  "threats"  to  the  system  are  understood  and 

acted  on  by  different  parts  of 

our  society. 

In  the  case  of  the  emerging  shortage  of  natural  gas,  to  take  the  example 

before  us,  the  first  group  to 

identify  it  was  the  industry  specialists  (  apart  from  many  natural  gas 

production  company  managers 

who  had  spotted  it  years  in  advance  ) ,  in  particular  a  small  group  of  Wall 

Street  analysts  who  were 

doing  their  weekly  storage  sums  and  saw  that  behind  the  fagade  of  last 

winter's  warmth  was  a  highly 

worrisome  picture  of  an  industry  failing  to  convert  its  greater  effort  to 

find  supplies  (  some  650  rigs 

drilling  for  gas  this  year  vs.  some  380  drilling  for  gas  last  year  at  the 

same  time  )  into  rising  output 

figures.  Across  the  board, 

analysts  in  the  oil  and  gas  industry  are  now  convinced  there  is  a 

substantial  problem  ahead. 

This  is  Stage  One,  and  it  is  nearly  completed. 

Stage  Two  is  the  tricky  one.  Analysts  must  convince  their  portfolio  people 

that  the  problem  is  real,  and 

direct  them  to  what  areas  of  the  market  to  buy  and  what  to  avoid  to 

maximize  investment  returns.  But, 

portfolio  managers  are  resistant  to  these  arguments  ( they  have  heard  them 

before  ) .  So,  only  a  few 

comprehend  and  accept  the  fundamental  story,  then  take  action.  But,  those 

brave  souls  start  building 

upward  momentum  into  the  limited  group  of  gas  producing  stocks  that  can  be 

bought  in  size  by  the 

institutions  ( APC-53,  BR-45,  UCL-38,  APA-60,  DVN-60,  and  EOG-32,  in  order 

of  descending 

capitalization  ) .  Then,  that  section  of  institutional  portfolio  managers 

which  cannot  yet  grasp  the  play 

itself  but  which  is  attuned  to  moving  into  stock  groups  with  rising  upward 

momentum  in  the  market  ( 

for  whatever  reason  ) ,  can  be  expected  to  swing  onto  the  story.  In  this 

case,  the  natural  gas 
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producing  group  has  recently  come  up  on  everyone's  charts  as  being  in  the 
lift-off  stage. 

Finally,  the  remaining  portfolio  managers,  still  not  convinced,  are  forced 

to  act  in  order  to  maintain  their 

performance  rankings,  and  they  belatedly  enter  the  game. 

We  are  better  than  halfway  through  Stage  Two  now,  as  I  make  it  out.  The 

fundamental  players  are  "in", 

and  the  momentum  players  are  starting  to  react.  But,  as  to  a  general 

capitulation  of  portfolio  managers 

to  the  natural  gas  shortage  concept,  that  will  be  reserved  for 

quarter-ending  rallies  in  June  and 

September  yet  to  come,  if  I  am  reading  the  tea  leaves  correctly. 

As  I  have  previously  noted,  the  media  have  not  yet  focused  on  this  problem. 
That  will  be  Stage  Three. 

There  is  a  substantial  story  to  tell  here.  Outages  in  industrial  plants 

across  (  mainly  )  the  Midwest  and 

Northeast,  with  tens  of  thousands  of  workers  staying  home,  is  a  major 

development.  When  TV 

reporters,  newspapers  and  magazines  eventually  pick  up  the  trend,  perhaps 

several  months  will  have 

passed  and  the  situation  may  well  be  seen  as  more  grave.  Having 

professionally  worked  through  the 

period  of  Energy  Crisis  I  and  II,  it  would  not  surprise  me  if  the  media 

termed  the  new  "threat"  as  Energy 

Crisis  III. 


However,  I  don't  think  that  this  natural  gas  problem  will  have  the  public 

impact  of  the  first  two  crises. 

Lack  of  gasoline  ( read  mobility  )  and  long  waiting  lines  to  obtain  it  may 

be  more  effective  in  influencing 

the  American  psyche  than  100  industrial  plants  being  shut  down.  However, 

Energy  Crisis  III  is  a 

convenient  name,  and  at  least  it  has  the  advantage  of  catching  people's 

attention.  Stage  Three  is  a  big 

step  in  the  development  of  a  crisis  mentality  in  the  market  for  gas-related 

stocks.  But,  we  are  not  yet 

into  this  stage  yet. 

On  the  basis  of  widespread  ( future  )  media  attention.  Stage  Four  would 

involve  governmental  reaction 

to  this,  on  all  levels.  By  late  summer  and  early  autumn,  we  will  be  into 

the  late  days  of  the  Clinton 

Administration's  time  in  office.  It  certainly  could  be  a  political  problem 

to  admit  that  something  this 

important  had  been  allowed  to  develop,  unbeknown  to  all,  into  a  significant 

threat  to  the  system. 
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On  the  other  hand,  the  issue  cannot  be  easily  swept  under  the  carpet 

because  its  effects  are  too  close 

to  breaking  through  into  public  consciousness.  Moreover,  the  Gore-Bush 

pre-election  debates  should 

be  in  full  swing  by  then,  and  Bush  would  be  well  guided  to  raise  points, 

such  as  this,  in  which  he  has 

had  some  practical  experience  and  for  which  no  anticipatory  consideration 

has  been  made  in  the 

non-existent  national  energy  plan  that  President  Clinton  never  formulated  ( 

nor  did  any  other  previous 

US  president ) .  As  I  see  it,  the  Government  will  be  forced  to  confirm  the 

size  and  scope  of  the  gas 

problem,  and  will  further  alarm  industry  by  referring  to  the  possibility  of 

gas  allocation  on  a  national, 

state  or  local  level. 


Stage  Four  could  well  occur  in  September  and  October  of  this  year.  Its 

outcome  would  logically  lead  to 

Stage  Five,  the  final  rush  to  panic  and  overexposure.  This  would  be  the 

result  of  heightened  media 

attention,  followed  by  effective  governmental  confirmation  that  the  problem 

was  real  and  might  not  be 

easily  fixed  except  through  significant  sacrifices  on  the  part  of  the 

public.  Stage  Five  would  represent  a 

general  recognition  that  we  could  be  entering  a  difficult  period  of  fuel 

shortages  and  that  the  effects 

might  be  more  serious  than  mere  "inconvenience".  It  should  be  noted  that 

under  any  allocation  formula, 

those  organizations  and  industries  that  could  switch  from  natural  gas  to 

propane,  butane,  heating  oil  or 

residual  fuel  oil  would  be  asked  to  do  so.  And,  subsequently,  these 

products  might  themselves  run 

short  under  the  impact  of  unexpectedly  high  demand.  They  might  also  advance 

dramatically  in  price. 

Stage  Five  would  also  imply  a  highly  visible  case  for  investing  in 

companies  that  might  be  best 

positioned  to  assist  in  solving  the  natural  gas  shortage.  The  final  run  of 

small  investors'  funds  into  the 

natural  gas  producers  might  represent  a  "tsunami"  of  money  seeking  entry  to 

a  play  already  suffering 

from  limited  capitalization,  thus  forcing  gas  producer  share  prices  into 

the  "blue  yonder". 

Stage  Five,  perhaps  occurring  in  mid-to-late  autumn,  would,  of  course,  be 

immediately  followed  by  the 

actual  onset  of  cold  weather.  By  then,  investors  would  also  have  full 

knowledge  of  the  country's 

three-quarter-filled  gas  storage  position.  Early  outages  might  start  to 

occur,  for  coincidental  reasons,  in 

late  January  of  2001 .  However,  the  main  weight  of  the  shortfall  would  be 
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expected  to  fall  when  different 

major  storage  points  in  various  consuming  regions  of  the  country  ran  out  of 

supplies  in  February  and 

March  of  next  year.  That  is  when  companies,  facing  closedowns  for  lack  of 

fuel,  should  be  most 

pressured  to  bid  for  gas  to  avoid  the  termination  of  output  and  temporary 

disbandment  of  their  labor 

forces.  So,  we  have  assumed  a  peak  to  natural  gas  prices  in  February  of 

2001,  probably  in  the  $6.00  - 

7.00  per  mm  btu  range  following  a  prolonged  period  of  cold  weather. 

This  could  be  the  high  point  of  fear,  when  many  businesses  could  be  driven 

to  uneconomic  decisions 

just  to  survive.This  would  logically  be  the  exit  point  for  experienced 

investors.  With  all  five  stages  of  the 

play  completed,  and  the  axe  of  cold  weather  fallen,  this  would  be  the  time 

to  collect  your  chips  and  leave 

the  game.  Conditions  will  likely  not  be  so  desperate  or  so  uncertain  again 

for  some  time,  experience 

teaches  us.  Of  course,  the  natural  gas  problem  itself  will  not  suddenly  go 

away.  It  will  take  many 

seasons  to  find  an  answer  to  it.  But,  we  will  solve  the  problem,  as  we 

always  do.  And,  as  we  move 

through  the  crisis  and  consider  our  options,  all  kinds  of  answers  will 

present  themselves.  Meanwhile,  the 

stock  prices  of  natural  gas  producers  would  be  expected  to  start  down  as 

early  desperation  gave  way 

to  later  resolution. 

What  will  be  the  eventual  answers  to  the  natural  gas  shortfall?  Think  about 

a  higher  range  of  prices, 

application  of  additional  technology,  new  generations  of  sophisticated 

drilling  rigs,  more  LNG  receiving 

terminals,  and  what  can  come  south  from  Alaska. 
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Walter  Fryers 


^bc.sympatico.ca>; 


From:  Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

To:  <abraswe@bellsuth  net>;  <richcary@ipa  net>;  <bette_hiebert( 

<ENicho1624@aol.com>;  <HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <Hart124c41@aol.com>; 

<members@technocracy.org>;  <lwnick@webtv.net> 
Sent:  August  1 8,  2000  2:00  PM 

Attach:        [energyresources]  Re  Lynch's  replies  of  817.eml 
Subject:      Fwd:  [energyresources]  Re:  Lynch's  replies  of  8/17 
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Waiter  Fryers 


From:  Steve  Andrews  <sbanclrews@worldnet.att  net> 

To:  <energyresources@egroups.com> 

Sent:  August  1 8,  2000  1 :27  PM 

Subject:  [energyresources]  Re:  Lynch's  replies  of  8/17 

You  aren't  "persuaded"  that  the  world  URR  comment  in  Hubbert's  1956 
paper  wasn't  a  prediction.  I  am.  And  I  think  this  point  matters. 
Because  Hubbert  wasn't  so  concerned  with  what  the  ultimate  number 
was;  he  was  concerned  with  its  implications-what  that  might  mean  to 
society.  I  believe  we  ignore  those  implications  at  our  peril. 

I  spent  four  hours  interviewing  Hubbert  in  March  of  1988,  plus  spoke 
with  him  on  the  phone  a  few  times  prior.  What  follows  are  some 
germaine  comments  from  that  interview.  To  your  comment,  I'll  "share 
some  of  his  thought  processes"  as  they  were  expressed  to  me.  (I 
still  have  the  tapes,  which  captured  about  90%  of  his  comments;  the 
interview  was  never  published.) 

"I  was  using  commonly  accepted  data,  the  best  data  available... I  was 
primarily  estimating  when  the  peak  would  occur."  This  was  a 
recurring  theme  during  the  interview. 

"My  figure  for  the  lower-48  was  about  150,  but  the  week  before  I 
presented  my  paper,  a  paper  was  released  on  peaceful  use  of  atomic 
energy.  Part  of  it  included  Pratt's  data-one  of  the  best-informed 
men  on  the  subject.  [I?  He?*]  asked  the  25  best-qualified  men  to 
estimate  oil  reserves  and  limit  their  attention  to  the  lower-48.  A 
Dallas  firm  held  out  for  200  BB.  These  were  all  crude  oil 
estimates.  My  conclusion:  the  best  estimate  was  between  150  and  200 
[URR]..." 

"I  was  told  the  [1956]  paper  made  the  Wall  St.  Journal  and  the  New 
York  Times.  A  McGraw  Hill  journal  also  analized  it.  It  created 
quite  a  stir  at  Shell;  the  principle  VP  went  the  through  roof~he 
just  about  had  catfits.  But  once  they  had  time  to  study  it,  they 
found  they  couldn't  refute  it.  In  July,  Shell  started  high-level 
training  for  hand-picked  top  management,  at  the  Harrimann  Mansion 
near  West  Point.  I  lectured  at  that  school  for  five  years... [One 
senior  executive,  five  years  ago]  "...wrote  that  I  was  the  most 
pessimistic  geoligist  he  had  ever  heard,  and  how  right  I  had  turned 
out  to  be...." 

About  conversations  with  colleagues  in  the  oil  industry:  "In  a 
typical  bull  session  in  the  industry,  the  question  would  often  come 
up:  'how  long  will  it  be  before  the  peak  of  our  production?'  The 
intuitive  judgement:  'here  we've  been  in  the  oil  business  100  years 
and  produced  a  whisker  over  50  BB.'  For  the  150-200  case,  their 
intuitive  answer  was  'not  in  our  lifetimes,  but  our  grandchildren  may 
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have  to  worry  about  this...." 

[Other  comments  re  industry  responses  to  Hubbert's  prediction  about 
the  peak  of  US  production:]  "The  first  reaction  was  honest:  'the  guy 
must  be  crazy.'  It  violated  their  intuitive  judgement.  Everyone 
went  back  to  take  their  best  look  at  this  quantity.  There  were  two 
camps  then.  Soume  found  it  fell  in  their  range  of  estimates  and  that 
they  couldn't  avoid  the  same  conclusion.  Others  found  the  conclusion 
so  abhorent  that  they  couldn't  accept  it.  But  you  don't  change  the 
implications  of  that  1970  peak  production  by  small  figures;  it  takes 
big  ones.  Within  a  year,  the  figures  began  to  escalate.  At  the  end 
of  five  years,  they  had  tripled..." 

"During  the  late  1950's,  there  was  a  vigorous  movement  in  the  USGS 
and  Department  of  Interior  promoting  the  thesis  that  you  couldn't 
trust  the  petroleum  industry's  figures  [for  US  URR];  they  were 
biased,  too  low.  The  USGS  tried  to  get  them  to  raise  their  figures. 
The  industry's  response:  'that  isn't  statistics,  that's 
guesswork'...." 

"The  USGS's  figure  of  590  was  way  out  in  right  field... [In  1968]  I 
pointed  out  that  McKelvey's  figures,  if  true,  meant  that  the  US  peak 
wouldn't  come  until  the  turn  of  the  century... The  prestige  of  the 
USGS  was  such  that  their  figures  were  taken  seriously  for  govenement 
officials  for  15  years,  though  the  industry  was  not  so  taken  in.  The 
USGS  misled  the  government  for  15  years,  until  they  fired  him.  [I 
believe  he  refers  here  to  McKelvey.]  It  was  one  of  the  great 
scientific  institutions  in  the  country..." 

As  for  Hubbert's  estimates  and  calculations  on  gas:  "In  the  Senate 
report,  the  gas  data  was  fouled  up.  I  did  the  best  I  could  with 
them.  It  just  didn't  fit  anything.  I  made  a  crude  estimate  of 
1050  tcf."  [that  isn't  much  by  way  of  comment...] 

Back  to  oil:  "The  only  legitimate  test  was  to  look  at  the 
future;  'let's  wait  and  see  what  happens.'  It  began  to  happen  at  the 
end  of  the  1960's.... Where  we  are  now,  which  we  didn't  have  before 
[in  1956],  is  that  production  figures  alone  can  tell  the  story.  We 
couldn't  do  that  before  the  peak..." 

"In  1978,  I  got  a  telephone  call  from  Houston.  'You  wrote  this 
report  in  1956.  How  about  writing  an  update  report  for  the  API 
meeting?'  I  made  an  oral  presentation;  I  didn't  have  enough  time  to 
submit  a  paper.  I  reviewed  historically  and  made  a  new  estimate  [for 
the  lower-48  onshore].  My  data  was  163  BB;  the  data  would  allow  no 
exception-it  was  the  best  I  could  do,  but  I  thought  it  was  too 
low... It  will  be  more  than  170,  but  not  a  hell  of  a  lot  more.  It 
could  be  180.  I'm  going  to  go  back  and  reexamine  the  data;  I'll  try 
to  see  if  I  can  find  out  what  went  wrong..." 

His  broader  thinking:  "We're  dealing  with  a  cultural  problem--200 
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years  of  exponential  growth  culture.  Rapid  growth  is  a  transient, 
temporary  phenomenon.... Were  we  a  rational  society,  a  virtue  of  which 
we  have  rarely  been  accused,  we  would  husband  our  remaining  supplies 
and  institute  a  program  comparable  to  the  Manhattan  Project.  We 
could  to  it  tomorrow;  we  have  the  technology  already... At  the  same 
time,  it  probably  requires  a  spiral  of  adversity.  In  other  words, 
things  have  to  get  worse  before  the  can  get  better.  The  most 
important  thing  is  to  get  a  clear  picture  of  the  situation  we're  in 
and  the  outlook  for  the  future... an  appraisal  of  where  we  are  and 
what  the  time  scale  is.  The  time  scale  is  not  centuhes,  it's 
decades." 

Michael,  given  the  context  of  the  above,  with  the  USGS  coming  in  with 
a  figure  of  590  BB  and  Hubbert  being  willing  to  use  around  200  (I  saw 
216  in  print  as  his  US  estimate  that  included  both  Alaska  and 
offshore):  do  you  think  Hubbert  or  Zapp/McKelvey  will  end  up  being 
closer  to  the  US/URR  mark-comparing  two  estimates  from  the  same 
era?  Do  the  production  data  to  date  support  the  more  optimistic  or 
more  pessimistic  US  figures  for  URR? 

And  how  about  the  implication  here  for  the  past  US  peak  and  a  future 
world  peak?  If  there  will  eventually  be  (optimistically)  300  BB 
produced  from  the  US,  and  we  peaked  in  1970,  and  we're  down  40%  today 
from  our  1970  Hubbert-predicted  peak,  it's  interesting  to  note  that 
MORE  than  half  of  the  oil  would  be  produced  AFTER  the  peak.  Will 
more  than  half  of  the  WORLD'S  oil  be  produced  after  the  peak  too? 

The  peak,  or  perhaps  the  plateau  (I'm  reminded  of  Mt.  Massive  here  in 
Colorado)  is  the  key.  The  better  the  production  numbers  thereafter, 
the  better  our  chances  to  transition  to  whatever's  next,  unless  we 
don't  realize  that  we  have  to  actively  invest  in  that  transition.  If 
we  don't  actively  make  that  investment,  things  thereafter  could  go  to 
hell  in  an  economic  handbasket. 


Your  bullish  "from  everywhere"  comment  re  new  oil  will  be  right, 
until  the  peak.  Then  the  oil  bears  will  be  right... somewhere  over 
your  "horizon."  You  criticize  the  Hubbert,  Ivanhoe  and 
Campbell/Laherrere  camp  because  their  fixed  URR  estimates  can't 
anticipate  changing  economics  and  evolving  technology.  But  the  only 
argument  therein  is  "when,"  which  is  why  Buzz  Ivanhoe  has  invested  in 
the  Hubbert  Center  for  Petroleum  Studies  at  the  Colorado  School  of 
Mines.  He's  trying  as  best  he  can  to  raise  the  debate,  inform  the 
public  about  the  seriousness  of  this  not-so-long-term-anymore  issue. 

Please  note  the  comment  in  the  recent  O&GJ  issue  about  the  realistic 
limits  as  to  the  pipeline  shipping  rates  from  the  Caspian  in  five  or 
ten  years.  Even  Ahlbrandt  admitted  in  1998  that  the  most  important 
issue  is  "who  has  it,"  not  "how  much  there  is." 

The  rate  of  flow  "from  everywhere"  will  be  slower  than  in  the  past, 
because  that  oil  is  more  expensive  to  produce  in  generally  smaller 
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quantities  (also  recent  O&GJ)  from  more  harsh  and/or  politically 
unstable  areas  than  those  of  the  past.  I  liked  the  stability  of  oil 
from  Midland  yesterday  and  the  GOM  and  North  Sea  today  much  more  than 
from  the  Middle  East,  Nigeria  and  the  "Stan's"  (FSU)  tomorrow.   Not 
to  mention  offshore  Greenland  where  we  supposedly  have  the  world's 
fourth-largest  oil  field  waiting  on  the  sidelines,  to  replace  the 
starting  quarterback  and  take  us  to  the  future  oil  superbowl  of  ever- 
increasing  world  demand... 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 


Sent: 

Attach: 

Subject: 


Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

<HRRushing@webtv.net>;  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv.com>;  <lwnick@webv.net>; 

<abraswe@bellsouth.net>;  <ENicho1624@aol.com>,  <richcary@ipa.net>; 

<bette_hiebert@bc.sympatico.ca>;  <cecilkeith@prodigy.net>;  <Hart124c41@aol.com>; 

<members@technocracy.org> 

September  1 1 ,  2000  7:21  PM 

ATT00145.eml 

Fwd:  [energyresources]  Tony  Blair:  oil  is  no  longer  the  mostimportant  commodity 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Jay  Hanson  <j@qmail.com> 

To:  <energyresources@egroups.com> 

Sent:  September  1 1 ,  2000  6:51  PM 

Subject:  [energyresources]  Tony  Blair:  oil  is  no  longer  the  most  Importantcommodity 

Special  Message  from 

Anthony  Blair,  Prime  Minister  of  the  United  Kingdom 

at  the  World  Economic  Forum  Annual  Meeting  2000 

Friday,  January  28,  2000 
Davos,  Switzerland 

[snip  ] 

The  most  obvious  is  the  challenge  of  the  so-called  "new  economy." 

In  thinking  about  the  potential  impact  of  the  new  economy,  it  is  interesting 
to  start  by  recalling  the  sad  experience  of  the  1970s.  A  decade  or  more  of 
economic  failure  was  driven  by  one  simple  phenomenon  -  a  quintupling  in  the 
price  of  oil,  which  at  the  time  was  by  far  the  most  important  commodity  in 
the  world  system. 

Higher  inflation,  rising  interest  rates,  deteriorating  government  budget 
deficits,  declining  productivity  growth,  and  nsing  unemployment  -  all  of 
these  disasters  stemmed  directly  from  the  shock  in  the  oil  market. 

Twenty  years  on  from  the  oil  shock  of  the  70s,  most  economists  would  agree 
that  oil  is  no  longer  the  most  important  commodity  in  the  world  economy. 
Now,  that  commodity  is  information. 
http://www.asiamMiaucla,edu/Dayos20^^^^^^^ 

[  Eight  months  later...  ] 

Pnvy  Council  backs  fuel  chsis  powers 

September  12  2000 

BY  PHILIP  WEBSTER,  VALERIE  ELLIOTT  AND  ARTHUR  LEATHLEY 


THE  Government  began  taking  emergency  powers  to  deal  with  the  widening  fuel 
crisis  last  night  as  Tony  Blair  dug  in  for  the  biggest  industrial  challenge 
of  his  premiership. 

After  the  Prime  Minister  declared  that  he  would  never  cave  in  to  the 
protesters,  a  meeting  of  the  Privy  Council  attended  by  the  Queen  at  Balmoral 
sanctioned  the  use,  if  necessary,  of  contingency  powers  to  require  oil 
companies  to  ensure  the  even  distribution  of  fuel  across  the  country. 

Later  the  Cabinet's  civil  contingencies  committee  chaired  by  Jack  Straw,  the 
Home  Secretary,  considered  whether  the  police  needed  troops  to  help  them  in 
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their  efforts  to  prevent  blockades  of  fuel  depots  around  the  country. 

It  was  decided  that  troops  are  not  needed  at  present  but  ministers  said 
later  that  they  remained  an  option  if  the  situation  worsened. 

Last  night  Mr  Blair  was  last  night  forced  to  cancel  a  private  dinner  with 
John  Prescott  and  senior  Labour  figures  in  Hull  because  of  protests.  The 
Prime  Minister  pulled  out  of  the  meal  after  more  than  50  trucks,  lorries  and 
taxis  blocked  the  roads  around  a  Chinese  restaurant  on  the  outskirts  of  the 
town  and  protesters  gathered  outside  the  restaurant. 

The  meeting  of  the  Privy  Council  at  Balmoral  took  place  at  12.30pm  yesterday 
with  the  Queen,  Helen  Liddell  and  Richard  Caborn,  Ministers  of  State  at  the 
Department  of  Trade  and  Industry,  and  Robin  Janvrin,  the  Queen's  private 
secretary,  in  attendance.  The  powers  will  be  used  if  the  blockades  result  in 
some  areas  of  the  country  being  completely  cut  off  from  supplies,  government 
sources  disclosed.  The  aim  is  to  ensure  that  schools  and  emergency  services 
in  those  areas  can  be  certain  of  supplies. 

The  key  meetings  took  place  against  a  background  of  mounting  chaos  as  well 
over  1,000  of  Britain's  8,000  filling  stations  ran  dry  and  fears  grew  of 
imminent  food  shortages.  But  the  Prime  Minister  let  it  be  known  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  following  the  example  of  the  French  Government  in  giving  way 
to  blockades  and  cutting  fuel  taxes. 

As  motorists  resorted  to  panic  buying,  Mr  Blair  was  engaged  in  a  trial  of 
strength  with  an  alliance  of  farmers  and  truckers  whose  tactics  of  trying  to 
cut  off  fuel  depots  around  the  country  were  proving  increasingly  effective. 
At  the  same  time  unions  and  industry  united  in  a  call  to  the  Government  to 
make  concessions.  Sir  Ken  Jackson,  general  secretary  of  the  Amalgamated 
Engineering  and  Electrical  Union,  called  it  a  "self-inflicted  wound"  and 
said  that  there  should  be  a  cut  in  duty.  Industry  neeeded  a  shot  in  the  arm, 
not  a  "shot  in  the  head". 
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The  first  impact  on  food  supplies  will  show  today  and  tomorrow  as  retailers 
feel  the  brunt  of  petrol  cutbacks. 

Shoppers  will  begin  to  see  shelves  emptying  as  Britain's  biggest 
supermarkets  run  out  of  chilled  goods  which  are  supplied  up  to  four  times  a 
day.  Perishable  goods  will  also  be  in  shorter  supply  as  the  biggest 
transport  companies  scale  down  the  number  of  deliveries  to  make  fuel 
supplies  last.  The  disclosure  prompted  demands  from  the  freight  industry  and 
motoring  organisations  for  protesters  to  end  the  dispute  "before  it  really 
gets  nasty". 

Representatives  of  the  Association  of  Chief  Police  Officers  met  Home  Office 
officials  to  discuss  whether  troops  were  needed.  Police  have  been  monitoring 
the  situation  closely  fearing  that  extreme  anarchist  groups  could  attempt  to 
stir  up  trouble  at  the  protests.  Farmers  and  truckers  have  also  been  on 
alert  to  prevent  their  protests  being  hijacked  by  other  groups. 
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A  spokesman  for  Wincanton  Logistics,  the  second-biggest  distribution  firm 
with  4,000  lorries,  said  last  night:  "It  is  starting  to  bite  more  rapidly 
than  we  expected.  We  have  not  been  getting  fuel  deliveries  we  were  expecting 
and  there  will  be  an  effect  on  chilled  foods  within  the  next  24  hours." 
Wincanton  said  that  it  was  rescheduling  supermarket  deliveries  "on  an  hourly 
basis,  depending  on  the  information  we  receive". 

The  problem  for  supermarkets  is  that  they  operate  a  "just  in  time"  delivery 
system  enabling  them  to  cut  down  warehouse  stocks,  relying  on  regular 
deliveries  to  keep  shelves  filled.  A  day  without  deliveries  would  wipe  out 
some  stocks  of  chilled  and  perishable  goods. 

Other  products  would  begin  to  run  out  within  three  or  four  days,  although 
supermarkets  say  they  can  last  a  week  without  delivenes  of  most  goods. 

Fuel  shortages  will  also  leave  water,  gas  and  electricity  companies  without 
crucial  supplies  to  carry  out  repairs.  Martin  Hurst,  chairman  of  the  Civil 
Engineering  Contractors  Association,  said:  "Companies  are  already  feeling 
the  effects  with  fleets  of  vehicles  and  machinery  runnign  out  of  fuel. 

"The  problem  is  that  so  little  information  is  being  given  about  any 
contingency  plans,  so  people  are  having  to  be  careful  and  deal  first  with 
the  most  important  jobs." 

Mr  Blair  said:  "We  fully  understand  and  share  the  concern  of  business  and 
motorists  about  the  high  fuel  prices,  but  we  cannot  and  will  not  alter 
government  policy  on  petrol  through  blockades  and  pickets.  That  is  not  the 
way  to  make  policy  in  Britain  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  it  never  will 
be." 

Downing  Street  said  that  the  police  had  Mr  Blair's  backing  for  any  action 
that  they  thought  necessary  to  allow  petrol  tankers  out. 

And  last  night,  after  talks  between  Mr  Blair  and  Mr  Straw  it  appeared  that 
police  were  being  encouraged  to  deploy  greater  numbers  of  officers  to  deal 
with  the  blockades. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  <CHQ111@aol.com> 

To:  <bill.aciams@alphather.com>;  <bette_hiebert@bc.sympatico.ca> 

Cc:  <citizen@vcn.bc.ca>;  <richcary@ipa.net>;  <magicdraw@nas.com>;  <murdoc@datanet.ab.ca>; 

Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary.ca>;  <RADW8KKB@aol.com>;  <STE\/EHUMAN@aol.com>; 

<trent@gnurd. Portland. or.us>;  <wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca>;  <cyrax777@ix.netcom.com>; 

<LongAdamR@aol.com>;  <marg_mathers@juno.com>;  <lwnick@webtv.net>;  David  Ravlin 

<educator@vcn.bc.ca>;  <ronaldm@pacifier.com>;  <hrrushing@webtv.net>; 

<k6kcqfreethlnkr@webtv.net>;  <Hart124c41@aol.com>;  <holiday@technocracysf.org>; 

<pvanhiel@tphi.com>;  <DD1Cameron@aol.com>;  <jqs@pond.net> 
Sent:  May  26,  2000  4:33  PM 

Subject:      Web  Site 

Hello  Everyone  -- 

We  thought  you  would  like  to  know  about  Technocracy's  new 

web  site.  Our  goal  is  to  have  a  somewhat  condensed  yet  informative  and  visual 

appealing  window  for  people  to  learn  about  Technocracy.  We  are  still  in  the 

construction  stages  but  we  feel  it  is  looking  very  good.  You  will  notice 

that  people  will  have  the  option  of  using  the  "Adobe"  printing  feature.  In 

using  this  option,  all  of  our  material  will  look  just  as  the  originals,  or  we 

can  design  new  formats  as  needed  and  be  reproduced  as  intended.  The  "Adobe" 

system  uses  quite  a  bit  of  space  and  it  is  recommended  to  load  it  onto  a 

disc.  There  is  no  charge  for  this  enhancement.  Feel  free  to  offer 

suggestions  and  if  applicable,  they  will  be  considered.  There  are  fewer  of 

us  now  to  do  all  this  work  so  patience  is  required.  We  do  stress  however, 

that  new  inquiries  will  come  directly  to  CHQ  and  then  will  be  redirected,  if 

possible,  to  members  throughout 

the  continent  who  might  want  to  take  on  the  duties  of  contacting  people.  Let 

us  know  if  you  are  interested. 

Eventually,  all  of  our  Briefs,  Article  Reprints  and  complimentary  and 

interesting  articles  will  be  available  to  be  reproduced  from  our  site.  This 

will  include  the  new  TTSD,  now  called  the  TTCD,  or  Technocracys  Technological 

Continental  Design.  We  are  in  the  middle  of  updating  ail  of  our  material  so 

this  will  take  some  time. 

Our  best  to  you  all. 


Web  site  address:  www.technocracyinc.org 
CHQ  -  Technocracy  Inc. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  Stan  R  Bartlett  <techstan@juno.com> 

To:  <jqs@ponci.net>;  <hrrushing@webtv.net>;  <DD1Cameron@aol.com>;  <Diticat03@aol.com>; 

<PV\/Cordsmeyer@webtv.net>;  <hdiemert@ucalgary.ca>;  <trent@cs.pdx.eclu>; 

<wfryers@freenet.edmonton.ab.ca>;  <roberth@snowcrest  net>;  <dknell@hotmail.com>; 

<twm981  @aol.com>;  <marg_mathers@juno.com>;  <ronald@pacifier.com>; 

<joncon@wiktel.com>;  <educator@vcn.bc.ca>;  <lomarshe@cdsnet  net>; 

<cypher@sympatico.ca>;  <hart124c41  @aol.com> 
Sent:  August  3,  2000  12:35  PM 

Subject:      Re:  Well  can  we  do  it,  or  not? 

Reference  to  JSQ  &  Sheridan  received  8-3-2M 

JSQ  covered  price-system  "SWINGS"  as  is  well  documented  in  the  social 

field!  However  with  reference  to  Sheridans  contribution  stating  the 

Scott's  theory  and  forecast  is  disproven,  is  questionable. 

.  The  most  probable  cause  for  his  demise  (However  he  did  reach  eighty) 

follows. 

Back  in  early  1970, several  members  ordered  a  special  "Airstream" 
trailer  to  be  located  on  the  "Florida  Keys)  for  Scotts  winter  retreat> 
Problems  developed  as  the  deliver  was  scheduled  for  July, but  was  NOT 
delivered  until  the  first  week  of  December.  This  delayed  the  departure 
another  week  or  so 

and  found  them  pulling  the  unit  with  a  open  Jeep  in  the  middle  of 
Northern  Winter! 

As  they  reached  Orlando  the  situation  required  hospitalization  and 
members  who  were  waiting  in  So.  Florida  for  his  arrival  rushed  to  Orlando 
to  assist  in  his  recovery. 


It  should  be  noted  that  "Howard  Scott"  was  lucent  to  the  END!  When  one  of 
the  "Nurses" 

remarked  that  she  would  stay  with  him  that  night(  he  was  starting  to 
fail)  he  replied, "Thats  OK"  I  won't  tell  anybody!  That  was  Howard  Scott, 
a  compassionate  man  and  a  genius  if  ever  there  was  ONE! 
Stan  Bartlett 

S.  Daytona,  Florida,  USA 
RD8129  Technocracy  Inc. 
techstan  @iu  no .  com 

On  Wed,  02  Aug  2000  20:33:58  -0700  "J.  Q.  Scott"  <jqs@pond.net>  writes: 

>1970  was  a  critical  years  for  several  things  ~  we'd  sent  all  our 

>money 

>to  the  MOON  in  1969,  and  gasoline  from  the  Middle  East  was  beginning 

>to 

>catch  up  with  our  phcing  system  and  wanted  more  so  they  could  bhng 

>themselves  into  the  20th  century  after  sleeping  in  tents,  and  that's 

>the 
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>year  that  Fuller  pointed  out  that  we'd  out-produced  even  a  gold-backed 

>money  system. 

> 

>AII  the  gold  in  the  world  then  was  worth  $70  billion  and  only  $40 

>billion  of  that  was  monetary.  However  our  Gross  Global  Production  was 

>said  to  have  been  one  quadrillion  so  gold  would  have  had  to  have  been 

>priced  at  $11 0,000  per  ounce  instead  of  under  $300  ~  so  for  all  those 

>who  keep  dreaming  of  a  gold  Christmas  ~  we've  out-produced  a  metal 

>backing  of  our  money. 

> 

>Now  we're  operating  mostly  on  red  ink  which  is  out  of  sync. 
> 

>Just  wanted  to  add  that  about  1 970  ~  and  yes  prices  collapse  when 

>there 

>is  to  much  ~  as  with  hog  farmers  giving  away  hogs,  Wisconsin 

>dairyfarmers  pouring  tons  of  milk  on  the  ground,  peach  farmers  in 

>California  bulldozing  trees  with  the  fruit  on  at  $3,500  per  acre  and 

>too 

>many  cranberry  farmers  so  asked  to  cut  15%  which  figures  out  to  be  30 

>million  gallons  of  cranberry  juice. 

> 

>And  Oregon  wheat  last  year  was  $2.69  so  we're  selling  it  to  China. 
> 

>So  yes  prices  do  collapse  ~  on  real  goods  not  on  financial  markets  or 

>wall  street,  gambling  on  our  future. 

> 

>JQSCOTTWilliam  Sheridan  wrote: 
» 

»  According  to  an  e-mail  message  I  received  this  morning,  the  critical 

»  threshold  of  energy  consumption  200,000  Kilogram  Calories  per  person 

>per  day 

»  was  exceeded  in  or  about  1970.  Howard  Scott  had  claimed  in  the 

>early  days 

»  of  Technocracy  that  at  that  upon  reaching  that  threshold  the  Price 

>System 

»  would  collapse.  Well,  it  hasn't,  and  it  was  obvious  that  it  wasn't 

>likely 

»  to  collapse  back  then. 

>> 

»  That  was  the  year  that  Howard  Scott  died.  Is  it  possible  that  he 

>was 

»  tracking  the  energy  consumption  trend,  and  came  to  realize  in  the 

>late  1960s 

»  that  he  was  living  to  see  his  theory  and  forecast  disproven?  Did 

>the 

»  psychological  trauma  of  that  recognition  lead  to  the  stroke  that 

>ended  his 

»  life?  If  the  stress  of  that  realization  was  enough,  it  might  have 

>very  well 

»  lead  to  that  result  ~  stress  can  induce  heart  attacks,  strokes,  and 

>other 
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»  lethal  results. 
>> 

»  Thanks  and  Regards,  William  Sheridan 

»  208-54  Primrose  Ave,  Ottawa,  Canada  K1R  6L9 

»  Check  this  website  for  good  food  for  thought 

»  http;.//\AAAw3,syj^^ 

> 

>So  not  disproven  --  depends  on  which  market  we're  talking  about. 
> 

>A  -  Agriculture  or 

>B  -  Banking  and  brokering 
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LETTER  TO  THE  FIELD 


Throughout  all  the  years  that  Technocracy  Inc.  has  been  in  existence,  CHQ  has  served  as  a 
director,  guardian,  advisor,  and  has  staffed  a  complement  of  people  for  research.  This  was 
by  design  and  necessitated  because  of  the  formidable  task  of  overseeing  the  total 
organization.  CHQ  was  not  intended  to  contact  the  membership  personally  except  for 
timely  letters  to  the  field  or  some  special  occasion.  However,  because  things  have 
changed  due  to  the  diminished  membership  and  the  fact  that  there  are  few  Sections  or 
Groups  remaining,  the  role  CHQ  must  now  play  is  more  direct  contact  with  its  members. 
And  considering  the  limited  staff  at  CHQ,  it  is  diflScult,  but  we  are  attempting  to  do  that. 
Communication,  though,  has  to  be  at  least  a  two-way  system  and  one  of  these  systems 
that  have  become  very  active  is  through  the  computer  via  e-mail. 

CHQ  is  a  bit  perplexed  about  some  of  the  activity  that  it  observes  with  people  using  the  e- 
mail  system.  By  far  the  majority  of  messages  are  between  our  own  members  and  "hangers 
on"  and  their  bringing  up  redundant  and  immaterial  topics.  CHQ  would  much  rather  be 
apprised  of  how  many  contacts  our  members  have  made  with  people  and  organizations 
outside  of  Technocracy  Inc.  It  does  not  matter  if  we  receive  little  or  no  acknowledgment. 
Have  we  ever?  But  we  must  still  plant  the  seeds  so  to  speak.  This  is  what  Technocracy 
Inc.  is  all  about. 

CHQ  has  now  settled  here  in  the  beautiful  Pacific  Northwest.  The  original  intent  was  to 
be  near  an  area  that  still  supported  an  active  membership  and  tap  the  personnel  to  help 
CHQ.  But  time  and  circumstance  have  taken  a  toll  here  as  well.  Nevertheless,  we  do 
manage  to  publish  and  print  material  designed  to  be  used  by  the  members  in  the  field.  We 
cannot  emphasize  strongly  enough,  the  distributing  of  these  resources.  Even  with  a 
limited  membership,  a  concerted  effort  by  the  membership  to  contact  anyone  who  might 
qualify,  would  have  a  great  impact.  Just  a  personal  letter  of  introduction  included  with 
briefe  and  article  reprints,  is  all  that  is  needed  for  the  first  contact.  These  could  go  to  such 
people  as  commentators,  nev/spapers,  magazines,  TV  stations  and  etc.  And  again,  do  not 
even  consider  that  you  will  receive  a  response —  and  you  will  not  be  disappointed.  But 
then  again  you  might  be  surprised. 

In  conclusion,  CHQ  would  like  to  have  all  members  ask  themselves  occasionally:  "how 
many  contacts  have  I  made  lately?"  How  you  answer  that  question  will  help  to  determine 
our  success. 


Salute! 
George  Wright 


^Ai 


-...^M 


^^ 


^'•a.: 


_"^iO 


^.'j^-i^^^rf: 


» 


vi///  /'e' published  in  ti  local  newspaper. 


TECHNOCRACY  INC. 


A  MESSAGE  FROM  TECHNOCRACY  INC 


For  most  of  its  existence  the  human  race  has 
striven  to  achieve  the  ability  to  provide  for 
most  of  its  material  needs.  This  ability  has 
eluded  our  species  up  until  well  into  the  20th 
century.  During  this  last  century  ,  with  the 
understanding  we  have  made  in  the  physical 
sciences,  we  have  achieved  much  of  what  we 
sought  for  so  many  generations.  Yet,  with 
our  understanding  of  the  physical  world 
around  us  and  our  new  ability  to  adapt  that 
which  has  been  so  generously  provided  to  us 
in  the  form  of  the  resources  of  the  planet 
earth,  we  are  still  as  yet  unable  to  attain  our 
long-sought  goal  of  providing  for  the  needs 
and  wants  of  the  human  race. 

Nowhere  on  earth  is  this  contradiction  be- 
tween our  physical  ability  to  provide  for  our 
needs  and  wants,  and  our  fionctional  ability  to 
deliver,  than  here  on  the  North  American 
Continent.  We  have  had  here,  since  the  end 
of  World  War  1 ,  the  ability  in  the  form  of  the 
knowledge  and  the  resources  to  provide  for 
all  the  physical  needs,  within  reason,  for 
every  man.  woman  and  child  on  this  conti- 
nent. Still,  after  all  this  time,  as  we  enter  a 
new  century,  we  seem  to  be  farther  from  our 


goal  than  we  were  almost  a  century  ago. 
How  can  it  be  that  we  who  have  come  so  far 
and  have  so  much  going  for  us  carmot  com- 
plete the  last  few  inches  to  the  goal  line? 

The  people  of  this  continent  have  all  the 
physical  abilities  and  resources.  We  have 
learned  our  lesson  well  of  how  to  shape  the 
world  to  our  needs.  We  possess  much  of  the 
knowledge  that  we  need  to  know — what  to 
do  and  what  not  to  do.  Still  we  are  impotent. 
We  prefer  to  see  the  world  through  the  im- 
agery of  our  beliefs  and  superstitions  that 
have  been  handed  down  to  us  from  a  time 
when  we  did  not  possess  sufficient  under- 
standing of  the  physical  world  to  know  bet- 
ter. Let  us  not  continue  to  play  out  our  game 
of  pretend  in  our  world  of  make  believe,  but 
rather  let  us  pass  on  to  our  next  stage  of  de- 
velopment and  use  the  knowledge  and  un- 
derstanding that  we  have  gained  to  create  the 
future  that  our  children  deserve. 

Technocracy  is  a  wholly  voluntary  research 
and  educational  organization.  Our  only 
vested  interest  is  the  future  well-being  of 
North  America. 


WELCOME  TO  TECHNOCRACY'S  NEW  WEB  PAGE 

Go  to  www.technocracyinc.org 
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This  article  by  Ron  Miller  will  be  published  in  the  next  NWT  Magazine.  Order  extra  magazines  now  for  distribution. 


WHY  ARE  WE  HERE? 


Why  are  we  here?  Brutal  sarcasm  and  painilil  observation  frequently  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  some  are  here  just  to  fill  a  hole  in  space  before  they  die.  Very  few  can 
leave  a  legacy  such  as  Galileo,  Newton,  Einstein,  or  Archmedies.  Many  have  contributed 
less  but  in  still  quite  notable  ways  that  make  the  human  race  what  it  is  today.  All  of  these 
bright  lights  are  now  gone.  For  good  or  ill  we  are  the  sole  inheritors.  What  will  you  do 
with  the  problems  and  the  treasure  you  have  been  given? 

For  the  last  several  thousand  years,  human  civilizations  have  risen  and  quietly  disappeared 
leaving  little  of  note  in  their  wake.  Most  of  these  have  destroyed  themselves  by  simply  not 
understanding  the  nature  of  the  world  around  them.  They  fouled  their  nest,  destroying  the 
environment  that  served  to  sustain  them.  Even  though  the  social  organization  they 
founded  was  destroyed,  they  could  wander  ofif  and  start  anew  again  in  virgin,  unspoiled 
territory. 

All  these  options  are  now  gone.  We  know  what  we  are  doing  wrong  but  we  continue  to 
do  it.  We  can  no  longer  claim  ignorance  unless  we  deliberately  choose  not  to  see.  We 
live  in  a  world  that  is  a  veritable  feast  for  the  social  activist.  The  number  of  wrongs  in  our 
society  seems  virtually  without  end.  The  number  of  ideological  approaches  to  solving 
these  problems  is  also  large. 

Technocracy  has  pointed  out  for  decades  that  it  is  our  form  of  social  organization  that  is 
the  problem.  It  shapes  our  criteria  for  solving  problems  and  shapes  the  questions  that  we 
are  asked  and  how  they  are  framed.  Chir  form  of  social  organization  is  still  little  different 
than  what  it  was  thousands  of  years  ago.  Questions  of  social  import  aie  framed  in  the 
language  of  political  philosophy  and  ideology. 

What  it  boils  down  to  in  the  end  is  who  has  the  most  money  and  is  willing  to  spend  it  to 
shape  the  debate  favorably  to  them.  It  is  obvious  that  determined  social  activists  can  gain 
attention  and  appropriate  a  seat  at  the  decision-making  table  with  enough  efifort.  This  is 
true  only  if  the  interests  with  the  most  money  in  the  society  do  not  feel  threatened  by 
whatever  is  being  advocated.  Real,  actual  social  change  is  a  definite  threat. 

Most  activists  appear  like  a  person  trying  to  straighten  out  a  boa  constrictor,  the  snake 
noted  for  squeezing  its  prey  to  death.  You  might  be  able  to  do  that  but  it  will  require  a 
great  deal  of  energy  and  once  you  have  succeeded  you  will  have  to  continue  applying  the 
same  amount  of  energy  to  keep  it  that  way.  The  question  is  why  do  such  a  thing?  Why 
should  one  continually  wrestle  with  and  outdated  social  system  where  almost  all  decisions 
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are  flawed  if  not  downright  dangerous  to  human  survival?  Would  it  not  be  better  to 
replace  it  with  a  system  that  does  not  automatically  produce  terrible  results? 

Technocracy  Inc.  has  for  decades  been  explaining  that  the  most  successful  method  for 
analyzing  problems  of  any  kind  is  the  scientific  method.  Without  it  the  world  we  live  in 
today  would  not  exist.  Yet  we  continue  to  operate  our  social  structures  on  the  witchcraft 
of  money,  a  substance  with  no  physical  reality.  The  ideologies  struggling  with  each  other 
for  control  of  loyalties  are  based  on  some  imagined  ideal  state  that  has  never  been 
approached  by  any  society. 

Humanity  stands  today  on  a  precipice.  If  properly  organized  and  guided  with  rational 
decisions,  with  careful  use  of  lesources,  and  care  ibr  the  emaronment  that  keeps  us  all 
alive,  human  civilization  could  advance  to  new  heights.  Technology  is  forcing  our 
movement  in  that  direction  and  we  are  bitterly  resisting.  But  the  same  technology  misused 
and  misdirected  will  just  as  easily  force  us  to  our  doom. 

Technocracy  offers  the  only  plan  for  the  operation  of  a  technological  civilization  that  is 
capable  of  rational  operation  for  the  benefit  of  human  society.  This  is  not  some  sort  of 
ideological,  Utopian  perfection.  It  is  a  design  of  simplicity  in  that  its  only  criteria  is  making 
it  possible  to  provide  for  human  necessities  within  the  confines  of  our  physical 
environment  and  to  use  our  technology  to  expand  those  boarders  within  the  limits  of 
sustainability. 

Working  for  Technocracy  is  not  just  reasonable,  it  is  the  only  thing  that  makes  any  sense. 
If  one's  time  on  earth  is  to  be  of  any  value,  what  better  way  to  spend  it  than  making 
possible  the  continuation  of  human  civilization  at  a  level  previously  impossible?  This  is 
particularly  true  when  the  alternative  is  unbelievably  grim. 

Working  for  Technocracy  is  not  easy.  One  fi^equently  has  to  invent  a  program  and  then 
carry  it  out.  One  also  has  to  manufacture  one's  own  morale.  It  is  much  easier  to  work  tor 
a  cause  when  there  are  many  others  around  to  support  and  cheer  us  on.  There  are  causes 
to  which  many  have  given  their  entire  lives — causes  that  have  disappeared  in  the  dark 
because,  as  popular  as  the  cause  might  have  been  at  the  time,  it  had  nothing  of  lasting 
value.  To  work  alone  with  nothing  for  company  but  one's  own  thoughts,  and  then  using 
those  thoughts  productively,  is  by  far  the  greater  thing  to  do. 

Ron  MLUer 
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Date:  Mon,  13  Mar  2000  17:32:53  -0700 
From:  Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary . ca> 
To:  Technocracy  Debate  <technocracy@pacif ier . com>. 
Members  Technocracy  <members@technocracy .org> 
Subject:  HART'S  ARTICLE 


This  excellent  article  written  by  Dr.  Hart  Stringfellow  ought  to  be  printed 
in  papers  across  our  continent  as  it  appeared  in  the  Gainsville  Sun. 

THE  NEW  MILLENNIUM 

by  Hart  Stringfellow 

Technocracy  can  save  us  from  economic  despair 

The  plan  spreads  the  wealth  to  everyone  and  calls  for  a  more  Utopian 

society. 

With  the  new  millennium  now  well  under  way,  let's  review  what  happened  to 
our  predicted  Y2K  crisis.  To  everyone's  relief,  it  turned  out  to  be  a 
non-event,  and  although  there  continue  to  be  hundreds  of  Y2K-type  glitches 
occurring  globally  (which  are  reported,  if  at  all,  as  "not  Y2K  related"), 
it  appears  we  will  survive  without  major  damage  to  our  economy  from  this 
source. 

Now  what  about  that  other  prediction--the  so-called  stock  market  bubble, 
the  economic  collapse  for  which  the  Y2K  crisis  was  supposed  to  be  the 
trigger?  An  examination  of  the  facts  shows  that: 

1.  The  recent  rise  in  the  value  of  the  Dow  is  very  steep,  worse  than  in 
1929. 

2.  The  average  stocks  have  very  low  yields  (2  percent) . 

3.  The  percentage  of  family  assets  invested  in  stocks  is  at  an  all-time 
high. 

4.  The  federal  debt  is  at  an  all-time  high. 

5.  State  and  local  debt  is  at  an  all-time  high. 

6.  Personal  debt  is  at  an  all-time  high  and  personal  savings  are  at  an 
all-time  low. 

7.  Manufacturing  centers  are  closing  their  doors  and  moving  overseas,  while 
we  have  the  worst  balance  of  trade  of  any  nation  in  the  world.  All  this 
when  the  combined  public  and  private  debt  is  at  an  astronomical  $31.7 
trillion! 


Add  to  this  the  possibility  that  some  $30  trillion  in  equity  derivatives 
may  come  due  during  an  economic  downturn,  and  we  have  a  recipe  for 
potential  disaster. 

Although  we  who  have  incomes  enjoy  a  veneer  of  prosperity  and  our  political 
leaders  tell  us  that  this  is  the  best  of  times,  we  really  know  better. 
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don't  we? 

T^erica  is  bankrupt  financially,  far  beyond  its  ability  every  to  repay. 

Tragically,  even  our  nation's  basic  moral  character  appears  to  be 
suffering,  with  many  people  in  prison  who  have  no  health  insurance,  are  on 
drugs  or  are  living  in  poverty. 

Is  there  a  single  cause  responsible  for  the  majority  of  our  problems? 

Well,  a  careful  investigation  of  the  facts  shows  that  we  have  been  unable 
to  balance  supply  and  demand  in  this  country  without  massive  infusions  of 
credit  over  the  past  70  years. 

Also,  manipulation  of  the  money  system  by  a  small  group  of  the  super  rich 
has  resulted  in  over  80  percent  of  the  wealth  of  the  country  being  owned  by 
only  10  percent  of  the  people. 

Of  course,  something  could  happen  to  intervene  and  postpone  it,  but  there 
can  be  little  doubt  that  unless  something  unforeseen  occurs  to  change  the 
direction  in  which  we  are  headed,  an  economic  collapse  will  eventually 
occur. 

In  the  face  of  evidence  that  a  1929-type  depression  (or  worse)  is  likely, 
the  question  becomes:  What  might  we  use  for  a  distribution  system  if  paper 
money  becomes  worthless  and  private  enterprise  (more  appropriately  called 
the  price  system)  fails  us? 

Enter  Technocracy. 

First  known  as  the  Technical  Alliance  and  later  entitled  Technocracy  Inc., 
it  is  a  research  organization  begun  after  World  War  I  by  a  distinguished 
group  of  scientists  and  engineers,  including  Charles  Steinmetz,  founder  of 
General  Electric;  author  Stuart  Chase;  chemist  Carl  Alsberg  and  others. 

After  several  years  of  research,  including  an  analysis  of  the  use  of 
extraneous  energy  for  production,  the  group  concluded  that  the  present 
scarcity-type  price  system  should  be  replaced  with  a  scientifically 
designed  distribution  system  that  would  guarantee  an  abundance  of  goods  and 
services  for  all  citizens. 

To  do  this,  it  would: 

1.  Operate  factories  on  a  full-load  basis,  24  hours  a  day,  seven  days  a 
week  to  guarantee  an  unlimited  income  of  consumable  goods  for  everyone. 
Even  children  would  have  an  individual  account. 

2.  Facilitate  distribution  of  goods  with  smart  cards  (energy  certificates) 
using  computers  to  balance  supply  with  demand. 

The  esoteric  concept  of  "value"  would  be  replaced  by  an  exact  measurement 
of  the  cost  of  production  in  energy  units  (kilogram-calories)  consumed. 
Money  and  its  attendant  institutions  would  disappear. 

3.  Affect  how  people  work  and  play. 

With  only  a  small  portion  of  the  population  needed  to  maintain  the 
distribution  system,  the  work  cycle  would  begin  at  age  25  with  a  16-hour 
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work  week  and  end  at  age  45. 

Vacations  would  last  78  days,  with  international  travel  encouraged. 

People  would  be  educated  for  leisure,  service  and  personal  growth. 

Acquisition  of  material  possessions  would  become  meaningless  in  a  society 
of  abundance,  and  "work"  would  be  a  prized  opportunity  to  earn  recognition 
and  honor  through  quality  of  performance  and  service  to  others. 

4.  Improve  the  health  and  extend  the  life  span  of  everyone  with  free 
birth-to-death  health  care  and  life  in  a  truly  wholesome  environment,  where 
sustainability,  quality  products  and  100  percent  recycling  would  be 
emphasized. 

5.  Greatly  increase  the  safety  and  security  of  everyone  through  decreased 
crime  and  a  more  enlightened  foreign  policy. 

Prisons  would  close  and  drug  problems,  poverty  and  malnutrition  would  be 
long  gone. 

Perhaps  even  social  justice  would  become  a  reality  at  last! 

Would  we  be  happy  living  in  this  strange  new  world?  Probably  not,  at  first. 
We  are  a  cantankerous  species  and  are  extremely  protective  of  our  comfort 
zones . 

All  of  this  could  be  ours  tomorrow  if  we  really  wanted  it,  but  until  now  we 
have  not  been  sufficiently  hungry  or  broke  to  listen  willingly. 

New  ideas,  especially  those  that  appear  to  threaten  our  "way  of  life",  are 
usually  disposed  of  by  disparaging  the  message. 

Technocracy  is  a  management  of  things,  not  a  government  of  people. 

After  many  years  of  critical  analysis,  including  consideration  of  the  human 
behavior  factor,  it  has  proved  to  be  the  only  viable  solution  to  the 
problem  of  distributing  an  abundance  of  goods  and  services. 

Our  present  efforts  to  whip  the  old  dead  horse  of  the  price  system  are 
leading  us  down  a  path  to  more  restrictions  on  our  freedom. 

If  we  really  love  our  country  and  care  about  the  kind  of  world  we  wish  to 
leave  our  children,  then  we  need  to  learn  the  truth  about  the  difference 
between  the  fantasy  world  of  money  and  banking,  and  the  physical  world  of 
energy  and  production. 

It  is  late  in  the  day  to  try  to  avoid  the  coming  depression,  for  the  window 
of  opportunity  is  closing  rapidly.  Very  little  time  remains  for  us  to  check 
out  and  implement  this  Technocracy  idea  if  we  are  to  avoid  economic  misery. 

CELEBRATE  2000  (Gainsville  Sun,  Sunday  Edition,  February  6,  2000) 

The  SUN  is  continuing  into  the  new  year  its  series  of  Sunday  opinion  pieces 
that  examine  trends  and  developments  that  will  affect  the  future  of  our 
community  and  our  society  in  the  new  millennium 

Today's  column  is  by  Hart  Stringfellow,  a  Gainesville  resident  and  career 
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Date:  Thu,  23  Nov  2000  21:25:10  -0700 

From:  Nick  Kordellas  <kordella@earthlink.net>  v 

To:Tec/cy  Fryers  Walt  <wf ryers@freenet . edmonton. ab. ca> 

Subject:  Greeting  to  Walt 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Hello  Walt, 

Under  a  separate  e-mail  I  sent  you  a  BCC  (blind  copy)  of  our  news. 

This  is  to  say  a  personal  hello  and  to  let  you  know  that  I  enjoyed  reading  your  article  on  Measu 

How  are  things  up  there.  Will  the  creature  "Doris"  Day  crawl  back  down  the  sewer  he  escaped  from 

If  you  can  now  accept  files  let  me  know  and  I  will  send  you  some  nice  photos.  If  you  still  have 

Give  my  regards  to  all. 
Nick  Kordellas 

Solong  for  now, 

Nick  &  Shirley  of  Sherwood  Park 

Tel:  780-464-7665 

e-address :  kordella@freenet .edmonton. ab. ca 

Solong  for  now, 

Nick  and  Shirley  of  Yummy  Yuma 
e-address :   kordella@earthlink.net 

NOTE:  Either  address  is  equally  good.  The  first  is  permanent  and  automatically  forwards  it  here 


[Part  2,  Text/HTML  (charset:  ISO-8859-1  "Latin  1")   50  lines] 

[Unable  to  print  this  part] 
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Date:  Thu,  23  Nov  2000  21:16:24  -0700 

From:  Nick  Kordellas  <kordella@earthlink.net>  * 

To:  Clampit  Ted  &  Les  <lclampitt@home . com> 

Subject:  As  it  Happens.  News  from  the  south. 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Dear  Ted  and  Les, 

I  feel  guilty  not  having  written  specifically  to  you  only.  So  this  diary  will  remove  my  guilt  an 

Regarding  my  Speedy  {=  our  $  3,000  laptop)  often  and  when  practical  I  connect  to  a  local  earthli 
nd  grab  the  6  PM  National  news  and  the  "As  It  Happens"  (=equivalent  to  your  "All  Things  Consider 

I  also  listened  over  the  CBC  to  some  of  the  Massey  Lectures  of  Michael   Ignatief  (=  Canadian  ph 

In  order  for  people  to  be  equal  they  must  be  free.  In  order  to  be  free  they  must  feel  dignity.  T 
as  it  is  claimed  in  the  USA.  The  Chinese  or  Black  or  Me  or  etc  will  remain  different.  ETC.  Cana 

Labelle  and  Speedy  perform  admirably  this  year.  Earthlink  gave  me  3  free  months  and  then  US  $  20 

Next  year  I  will  not  bother  to  advise  people  of  changed  e-address.  The  forwarding  from  the  Freen 

In  fact  I  can  enter  the  Freenet  from  here  and  send  you  an  e-mail  and  you  would  think  I  am  in  Edm 

Today  I  wish  you  a  Happy  US  Thanksgiving! 

We  celebrated  it  at  the  Rice  ashram. I  met  many  interesting  people  including  a  California  enginee 

Also  I  met  little  Ruby  1.5  years  and  another  boy  called  Ennis  was  around  I  think.  They  are  Mexic 
No!  We  had  no  computers  under  the  palms!  Unexpected  presents  arrived  and  left  in  a  very  simple  a 

Next  Monday  27-Nov-OO  Canada  (  I  do  not  know  about  Alberta!)  has  federal  elections  and  on  Tuesda 

I  am  ready  to  work  for  some  committee  occupied  with  the  US  presidency  and  backups  (Sleeping  Thor 

land  from  idolatry  (=constitution)  the  electoral  college  (=shenanigans) ,  state  rights  (=more  sh 

sident  must  use  and  be  happy  with  the  same  civil  service  as  his  predecessor  and  as  all  of  us  do! 

Next  Wed  29-Nov-  We  will  meet  a  couple  at  Gila  Bend  at  the  Texaco  Truck  stop  at  11  AM  for  some  t 

Shirley  sends  you  her  love  and  best  regards. 

Nicolo  who  is  mesmerized  in  the  new  universe  of  Chads,  pregnant  or  not,  with  detached  corners  o 
and  fat  chads?  Do  Chads  age?  Are  the  fat  ones  more  weighty? 

Solong  for  now, 

Nick  &  Shirley  of  Sherwood  Park 

Tel:  780-464-7665 

e-address :  kordella@ freenet . edmonton. ab. ca 

Solong  for  now, 

Nick  and  Shirley  of  Yummy  Yuma 
e-address :   kordella@earthlink.net 

NOTE:  Either  address  is  equally  good.  The  first  is  permanent  and  automatically  forwrds  it  here  o 
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Date:  Thu,  30  Nov  2000  23;39:40  -0700  (MST) 

From:  wf ryersSfreenet . edmonton. ab.ca 

To:' Nick  Kordellas  <kordella@freenet . edmonton. ab. ca> 

Subject:  Your  email. 


Greetings  Nick.   I  received  your  email  -  at  least  some  of  it,  OK.   Yes, 
I'm  still  having  trouble  with  my  computer.   I  am  using  Outlook  Express 
when  I  can  geet  it  to  work.   But  mostly  I  am  on  FreeNet  text  only  so  I 
can't  print  out  all  your  messages.   And  I  can't  convert  to  other  character 
sets  either. 


You  mention  "Doris"  Day  in  unflattering  terms.   I  am  very  glad  he  didn't 
get  anywhere.   He  would  be  a  disaster,  I  think,  too.  Anyway,  the  election 
is  over  and  the  status  quo  is  still  the  status  quo.   I  think  Chretien  and 
many  other  leaders  know  we  are  into  a  big  crunch  and  he  called  the 
election  to  have  a  free  hand  as  he  sees  things.   Of  all  the  impending 
critical  scenarios  I  think  the  developing  energy  crunch  is  the  big  one 
with  an  economic  crisis  concurrent.   It  may  be  our  big  chance  to  present 
our  proposals.   As  Howard  Scott  put  it,  a  social  disaster  tends  to  cause 
some  people  to  have  "a  lucid  moment". 

Our  small  group  is  still  meeting  for  lunch  on  Tuesday  noons,  at  the 
Legion.  We  had  a  table  for  literature  at  a  recent  Conference  of  the 
Parkland  Institute.  No  sighn  ups  but  7  Expression  of  Interest  cards 
and  lots  of  literature  picked  up.   We  are  doing  what  we  can. 

Hope  all  is  going  well  with  you  and  Shirley.   Walt. 
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Date:  Wed,  29  Nov  2000  21:56:56  -0700  (Mountain  Standard  Time) 
From:  Bill  DesJardins  <technocratl3@home. com> 
To :  wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton , ab . ca 
Subject:  My  new  e-mail 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 


/? 


Hi  Walt, 

I  thought  that  you  might  like  my  new  e-mail  address.  So  here  it  is.  I  just  had  new  internet  acce 

I  am  still  working  nearly  full  time  at  Videon,  as  well  as  taking  courses  once  a  month  at  Grant  M 

ry  that  I  couldn't  go.  I  love  having  contact  with  people  and  answering  their  questions.  Still,  m 

I  hope  you  are  doing  well.  Hope  to  hear  from  you  soon. 

Bill 

[Part  1.2.1,  Text/HTML  (charset:  ISO-8859-1  "Latin  1")   68  lines] 
[Unable  to  print  this  part] 
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Date:  Wed,  8  Nov  2000  09:52:37  -0700  (MST) 
From:  wfryers@freenet .edmonton.ab. ca 
To:  Bill  DesJardins  <inurdoc@datanet .  ab.  ca> 
Subject:  Parkland  Institute  Conference 


Hi  Bill.   We  will  be  having  a  table  at  the  up-coming  Conference 
November  17  -  19.   Can  you  help  us  man  it?   Do  you  have  the  large  poster 
we  used  as  a  back-ground  and  any  other  materials  we  could  use? 

The  conference  theme  is  "Building  a  Post-Corporate  Society".   The 
schedule  starts  Friday  Nov. 17  7:30  to  9:30  pm  with  key-note  speaker  Tony 
Clarke,  "Confronting  McWorld:  Pathways  to  a  Post  Corporate  Society";  no 
table;   then  Saturday  all  day  8:45  to  5:00  pm, various  sessions,  with 
display  tables;  (Basta-Nafta,  Fiesta  Latina  at  the  Strathcona  Bus  Barns  in 
the  evening,  8:00  -  12:00  pm) . ;  finally,  Sunday  19  Nov.  09:00  to  4:00  pm 
with  display  tables.   All  sessions  in  Tory  Lecture  Theatre  11. 


This  is  a  good  opportunity  for  us.   Hope  you  can  help. 


Walt, 
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Date:  Fri ,  25  Feb  2000  19:58:28  -0800  (PST) 

From:  David  Ravi in  <educator@vcn.bc.ca> 

To:  Hartl24c41@aol.coin 

Cc:  DDlCameron@aol.com,  murdoc@datanet.ab.ca,  technocracy@pacifier.com, 
wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton . ab . ca ,  trent@gnurd . portland . or . us , 
members@technocracy . org ,  hdiemert@ucalgary . ca ,  hrennick@f reewwweb . com 

Subject:  Re:  New  Technocracy  Q&A  hhard  copy 

On  Thu,  24  Feb  2000  Hartl24c41@aol.com  wrote: 

>  Dean ; 

>  I  think  we  need  to  get  the  FAQ  list  published  as  a  pamphlet  and  distributed 

>  to  the  membership  as  a  teaching  tool... ASAP.   I  know  I  need  it  now.   How 

>  about  it?   Hart 

If  we  are  talking  about  the  Q&A  version  which  Bill  D.  has  put  on  line  I 
for  one  endorse  the  creation  of  a  grey  panphlet  paper  version.  But  the 
members  who  do  the  printing  for  us  are  very  busy  with  their  work  load  just 
now? 


Dr 
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Date:  Wed,  23  Feb  2000  14:38:38  -0700 

From:  Murdoc  Addams  <inurdoc@datanet.ab.ca> 

To:  Walt  Fryers  <wfryers@freenet .edmonton.ab.ca> 

Subject:  Missed  Meetings  and  Hello 

Hi  Walt! 

First  I  would  like  to  apologize  for  having  missed  two  meetings  now. 
Things  always  seem  to  be  getting  in  the  way.  But  I  would  like  you  to 
know  that  I  am  still  trying  to  attend  each  week  since  I  have  no  solid 
obligations  yet. 

Second  I  wanted  to  ask  what  you  guys  have  done/talked  about  at  those 
meetings,  if  anything.  Maybe  I  can  still  be  of  some  help.  I  know  that 
you  were  looking  into  the  public  meeting.  Did  you  find  out  anything 
about  that? 

I'll  talk  to  later  1 

Bill 
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Date:  Fri,  18  Feb  2000  12:23:44  -0800  (PST) 

From:  "paul;  cordsmeyer"  <PWCordsmeyer@webtv.net> 

To:  David  Ravlin  <educator@vcn.bc . ca> 

Cc:  members@technocracy.org,  chq@technocracy.org 

Subject:  Re:  Public  lecture 

Dave,  I  thank  you  for  suggesting  you  have  confidence  in  my  ability  to 
present  an  effective  lecture  for  Technocracy.   But  this  is  a  practice 
lecture  which  I  am  presenting  to  the  Aldergrove  Section  members  and  to 
such  public  as   will  be  in  attendance.   This  is  a  practice  to  help  me 
develope  my  technique.   This  lecture  will  be  critiqued  and  to  assist  me 
toward  becoming  an  authorized  speaker.   I  would  be  very  willing  to  give 
lectures  to  the  general  public  when  and  if  I  become  authorized  as  a 
speaker. 

When  I  was  in  South  Florida  I  did  practice  lectures  to  two  very  small 
groups.   I  believe  the  first  was  to  5  people  where  one  left  before  I 
finished.    The  second  had  seven  attending  and  all  stayed  till  the  end. 
These  were  mostly  people  who  I  knew  and  were  science  fiction  fans  who 
are  tolerant  of  new  ideas  and  were  an  easy  group  to  lecture  to. 

Thanks  for  asking,  but  it  really  should  be  up  to  the  Speakers  Committee 
to  appoint  someone  qualified   for  this  or  any  other  future  speaking 
^[K^[7m^[22;2  8H[Print  command  completed] ^[m^ [22 ; IH- [7m^ [ 1 ; 72HEND^[m^[ 23; IH- [7m 
tMsg    -[7mSpc^[m  NextPage     -[7mU^[m  Undelete     -[7mF-[m  Forward  -[22;lH-[ 
-[7mY-[m  [Yes] 
Main  Menu  —  [7mP«-[m  PrevMsg     •^[7m-^[m  PrevPage    ^[7mD.-[m  Delete      ^[7 
elled]-[m-[22;lH^[K-[7mReally  quit  pine? 
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Date:  Fri,  18  Feb  2000  16:07:47  -0500  (EST) 

From:  Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

To:  abraswe@bellsouth.net,  DDlCameron@aol.com,  bette_hiebert@bc. sympatico . ca, 
members@technocracy.org,  ENichol624@aol .com,  HRRushing@webtv.net, 
cecilkeith@prodigy.net,  lwnick@webtv.net,  brain@chatzilla.com 

Subject:  Federal  Debt,  1968  to  1999 

FEDERAL  DEBT  AT  FISCAL  YEARS  END  SINCE  1968 


YEAR 

$  DEBT  in 

Trillions 

1968 

0.368 

1969 

0.365 

1970 

0.380 

1971 

0.408 

1972 

0.435 

1973 

0.466 

1974 

0.483 

1975 

0.541 

1976 

0.628 

1977 

0.706 

1978 

0.776 

1979 

0.829 

1980 

0.909 

1981 

0.994 

1982 

1.137 

1983 

1.371 

1984 

1.564 

1985 

1.817 

1986 

2.120 

1987 

2.346 

1988 

2.  601 

1989 

2.868 

1990 

3.206 

1991 

3.598 

1992 

4.002 

1993 

4.351 

1994 

4.643 

1995 

4.921 

1996 

5.181 

1997 

5.369 

1998 

5.526 

1999 

5.656 

$  Debt  Change 


in  Billions 


+  3 


-  15 

-  28 

-  27 

-  31 

-  17 

-  58 

-  87 

-  78 

-  70 

-  53 

-  80 

-  85 
143 

234 
193 
253 

303 
226 
255 

267 
338 
392 

404 
340 
492 

278 
260 
288 

157 
130 


NOTE: 


These  debt  figures  are  taken  from  the 
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WEB  SITE   of  the  U.S.  TREASURY  !!!! 
Dept.  of  the  Treasury 
1500   Penn.  Ave. 
Washington,  D.C.   20220 

COMMENTS : 

These  figures  show  that  there  is  no  "surplus"  and  that  all  the 
political  nonsense  about  using  the  "surplus"  to  give  Americans  a  tax 
break,  to  reduce  the  debt,  to  "secure"  Social  Security,  etc.  is  all 
hogwash.   THERE  IS  NO  SURPLUS  ! !  Not  only  is  there  no  surplus,  but,  as 
the  Tres.  Dept.  clearly  indicates,  there  was  an  increase  in  the  debt  of 
$130  billion  for  the  fiscal  year  of  1999.   The  U.S.  federal  debt  has 
continuously  increased,  without  exception,  since  1969.  (30  years.) 

It  might  be  interesting  to  note  that  the  lowest  the  federal  debt  has 
been  was  in  1835,  it  was  then  a  mere  $33,733.05.    Further,  it  increased 
from  $994  billion  in  1981  to  $5,656  trillion  in  1999.   An  increase  of 
almost  5.7  times  in  18  years,   far  more  than  the  inflation  rate. 

If  the  highest  level  politicians  in  both  parties  ,  including 

present  presidential  candidates,  are  willing  to  perpetrate  this 
"SURPLUS"  FRAUD  on  the  public,  what  other  "goodies"  have  they  presented 
to  the  American  people  through  the  years? 

Isn't  this  a  crime? 

If  all  these  high  level  Washington  politicians  intend  to  fight  crime, 
I  suggest  that  they  start  among  their  own  ranks.    Did  you  know  that  the 
crime  rate  among  congressmen  is  higher  than  it  is  for  the  general 
public?    Is  this  what  you  voted  for?   Is  this  what  you  intend  to  vote 
for  in  the  future? 

L.W.  Nicholson 
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Date:  Tue,  15  Feb  2000  20:43:21  EST 

From:  DDlCaineron@aol.com 

To:  technocracy@pacif ier .com,  members@technocracy.org 

Subject:  ADVANCED  NOTICE!  Memorial  Day  2000  (week  end)  ALERT! 


/4 


Now  is  the  time  to  start  thinking  and  planning  to  attend  the  Memorial  Day 

week  end  gathering  and  meetings  of  Technocracy  Inc.  This  year,  the  first  of 

the  new  millennium,  the  annual  event  (usually),  will  be  held  be  held  at  CHQ. 

This  is  an  advanced  notice,  an  official  announcement,  notice,  and  pertinent 

information  will  soon  arrive  from  CHQ. 

<> 

Any  one  interested  ought  to  contact  CHQ  at  E-mail  CHQlll,  or  phone  fax  them 

and  let  them  know  of  your  interests  and  planning  to  attend.  The  sooner  this 

data  is  known  the  better  for  those  who  are  and  will  be  working  on  this 

project. 

Please  feel  free  to  distribute  this  information. 

<> 

This  is  NOT  an  OFFICIAL  NOTICE,  however  it  is  valid  and  it  is  at  request. 

<> 

dean,  MAL  Member  at  Large,  Technocracy  Inc.  (Wisconsin) 
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Date:  Tue,  15  Feb  2000  17:17:24  EST 
From:  CHQlll@aol.com 
To :  wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton . ab . ca 
Subject:  A  Postscript  to  an  Earlier  E-mail 

Hello  again! 

I  showed  my  e-mail  that  I  sent  to  you  this  morning  to  the  men  here  and  they 
suggested  that  I  give  you  the  CHQ  office  number,  in  case  you  may  need  it.   I 
really  don't  think  that  you  do  need  it,  but  here  it  is: 

(360)  366-1012 

If  there  is  nobody  here  (which  happens  once  in  awhile) we  have  a  message 
answering  machine. 

I  also  have  a  telephone  in  my  place,  Walt.   If  there  is  any  trouble  in 
getting  through  here,  you  can  phone  me  there  and  I  have  an  answering  machine, 
also.   My  phone  number  is:   (360)  366-7322 

Best  regards, 

Grace  Sheldon 
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Date:  Mon,  14  Feb  2000  13:33:19  -0700  (MST) 

From:  wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca 

To:  "Technocracy  Inc.  Continental  Headquarters"  <chq@technocracy.org> 

Subject:  Membership  card,  etc. 


My  membership  dues  were  paid  in  December  for  year  2000,  but  no 
card  recevied  to  date.   Grace  will  know  about  this. 

I  have  been  contacted  by  Doug  Knell  for  setting  up  a  dialogue 
with  him  via  ICQ  network.   Do  you  have  a  comment  on  this? 

Walt  Fryers. MAL 

PS  I  can't  seem  to  make  connection  with  you  by  phone.  Always  busy. 
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Date:  Wed,  9  Feb  2000  17:57:36  +0800 

From:  dknell@hotmail.com 

To :  wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton . ab . ca 

Subject:  I  wish  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  Network 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Greetings, 


I  have  tried  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  network  but  was  unable  to  find  you. 
Therefore  I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  join  the  ICQ  Network.  You  can  download i 
Once  you  do  it,  we  will  be  able  to  communicate  on-line.  \^ 

Click  here  to  download  ICQ:        /  C  ^    (Acnvi    tUy^      ^^^^   1  J^i^A' 

http : //www. icq. com/ 

How  to  find  me  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

I  have  4  addresses  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

-  My  ICQ  number  is  63870763 

My  Personal  Communication  Center  on  the  Web,  from  which  you  can  send  me  a«d»e 
You  can  send  me  an  Email  Express  which  will  appear  directly  on  my  computer^,^ 
~y  personal  ICQ  homepage  is  members.icq.com/63870763.  If  I  am  online  you  wil^•'' 

k  you  @  ICQ 
g  Knell 
#:  63870763 
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Date:  Wed,  9  Feb  2000  17:56:28  +0800 

From:  dknell@hotmail.coin  ^ 

To:  members@technocracy.org 

Subject:  I  wish  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  Network 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Greetings, 

I  have  tried  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  network  but  was  unable  to  find  you. 
Therefore  I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  join  the  ICQ  Network.  You  can  download  I 
CQ  from  this  html  link. 
Once  you  do  it,  we  will  be  able  to  communicate  on-line. 

Click  here  to  download  ICQ: 

http : //www . icq . com/ 

How  to  find  me  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

I  have  4  addresses  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

-  My  ICQ  number  is  63870763 

-  My  Personal  Communication  Center  on  the  Web,  from  which  you  can  send  me  a  mess 
age  without  having  the  ICQ  program  is  http://wwp.mirabilis.com/63870763 

-  You  can  send  me  an  Email  Express  which  will  appear  directly  on  my  computer  scr 
een  to  63870763@pager.mirabilis.com. 

-  My  personal@[K@[7mPrint  Message  176  using  "attached-to-ansi"  ? 

@[23;lH@[22;46H@[m 
@[7mY@[m  [Yes] 
@[24;lH@[7m^C@[m  Cancel     @[7mN@[m  No 

@ [ 7m@ [ 22 ; 46H@@ [m@ [ 7m@ [m@ [ 7m@ [ 1 ; 72HTOP@ [m@ [ 23 ; 1H@ [ 7m?@ 
[m  Help       @[7mM@[m  Main  Menu   @[7mP@[m  PrevMsg     @[7m-@[m  PrevPage    @[7m 
D@[m  Delete      @[7mR@[m  Reply     @[ 24 ;1H@ [7mO@[m  OTHER  CMDS  @[7mV@[m  ViewAttc 
h  @[7mN@[m  NextMsg   @[7mSpc@[m  NextPage    @[7mU@[m  Undelete    @[7mF@[m  Forwa 
rd   @[22;lH@[K@[7m@[22;32H[Print  cancelled]@ [m@[ 22 ;lH@[7m@ [1 ;12H   MESSAGE  TEXT 
Folder:  INBOX  Message  175  of  203  47%      @[ 2;lH@[m@[K@[ 3 ;lH@[KDate: 
Wed,  9  Feb  2000  00:52:12  -0800  (PST) 
@[KFrom:  David  Ravi in  <educator@vcn.bc.ca> 
@[KTo:  "Murdoc   I.  Addams"  <murdoc@datanet.ab.ca> 
@[KCc:  members@technocracy.org 

@[KSubject:  Alright!  murdoc  gets  the  word  out  NEW  SITE 
@ [ KParts/attachments : 
@[K   1  Shown    21  lines  Text 


OK 


-396  bytes   Text,  "" 
222  bytes   Image,  "" 


@[K    2 
@[K    3 

@[K 

@[K@[14;lH@[KFellow  members, 

@[K@[16;1H@[KI  was  reading  at  skylite.datanet.ab.ca./users/murdoc/ 
@[K@[18;1H@[KIM0H:  this  Bill  guy  knows  (ttsd.)  Technocracy's  Technological  Socia 
1 

@[KDesign. 

@[K@[21;lH@[KWe  made  the  Q&A  file  available  via  the  educator  site  some  months  ag 
o.  It 

@[K@[7m@[l;12H    MESSAGE  TEXT  Folder:  INBOX   Message  176  of  203  39% 

@[2;lH@[m@[K@[3;lH@[KDate:  Wed,  9  Feb  2000  17:56:28  +0800 
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@[KFroin:  dknell@hotinail.com 

@[KTo:  inembers@technocracy.org  ^ 

@[KSubject:  I  wish  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  Network 

@[K@[8;1H@[K    [The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
@[K     [Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
@[K    [Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 
@ [ K@ [ 1 2 ; 1H@ [ KGreetings , 

@[K@[14;1H@[K@[15;1H@[KI  have  tried  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  network  but  was  un 
able  to  find  you. 

@[KTherefore  I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  join  the  ICQ  Network.  You  can  downloa 
d 

@[KICQ  from  this  html  link. 

@[KOnce  you  do  it,  we  will  be  able  to  communicate  on-line. 
@[K@[20;lH@[KClick  here  to  download  ICQ: 

@[K@[22;lH@[K@[7m@[l;72HTOP@[m@[23;14H@[7mQ@[m  Quit  @[7mL@[m  ListFldrs  @ 
[7ml@[m  Index  @[7mY@[m  prYnt  @[7mS@[m  Save  @[ 24;1H@[24 ;14H@[7mC 
@[m  Compose  @[7mG@[m  GotoFldr  @[7mW@[m  Wherels  @[7mT@[m  TakeAddr  @[ 
7mE@[m  Export   @[22;1H@ [K@ [ 7mPrint  Message  176  using  "attached-to-ansi"  ? 

@[23;lH@[22;46H@[m 
@[7mY@[m  [Yes] 
@[24;lH@[7m^C@[m  Cancel      @[7mN@[m  No 

@ [ 7m@ [ 22 ; 46HYes@ [m@ [ 22 ; 1H@ [K@ [ 7m@ [ 22 ; 20H[ Printing  wit 
h  command  "attached-to-ansi" ]@[m@ [22 ;1H@[K@[ 7m@[ 22; 20H[Printing  to  attached  desk 
top  printer. .. ]@[m@[ 22; lH@[5iDate:  Wed,  9  Feb  2000  17:56:28  +0800 
From:  dknell@hotmail.com 
To:  members@technocracy.org 
Subject:  I  wish  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  Network 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Greetings, 

I  have  tried  to  contact  you  on  the  ICQ  network  but  was  unable  to  find  you. 
Therefore  I  would  like  to  invite  you  to  join  the  ICQ  Network.  You  can  download  I 
CQ  from  this  html  link. 
Once  you  do  it,  we  will  be  able  to  communicate  on-line. 

Click  here  to  download  ICQ: 

http : //www . icg . com/ 

How  to  find  me  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

I  have  4  addresses  on  the  ICQ  Network: 

-  My  ICQ  number  is  63870763 

-  My  Personal  Communication  Center  on  the  Web,  from  which  you  can  send  me  a  mess 
age  without  having  the  ICQ  program  is  http://wwp.mirabilis.com/63870763 

-  You  can  send  me  an  Email  Express  which  will  appear  directly  on  my  computer  scr 
een  to  63870763@pager.mirabilis.com. 

-  My  personal  ICQ  homepage  is  members.icq.com/63870763.  If  I  am  online  you  will 
be  able  to  have  a  2  way  dialog  with  me  from  this  page,  which  includes  the  World 
Wide  Paging  of  ICQ. 


Seek  you  @  ICQ 

Doug  Knell 

ICQ  #:  63870763 
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Date:  Fri,  28  Jan  2000  18:45:37  -0700 
From:  Murdoc  Addams  <murdoc@datanet . ab. ca> 
To:  Technocracy  ML  <technocracy@pacif ier . com> 
Cc:  Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@freenet . edmonton. ab. ca>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@gnurd.portland.or .us>, 

Members  ML  <members@technocracy.org>, 

Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary . ca>,  hrennick@freewwweb.com 
Subject:  New  Technocracy  Web  Site 

This  is  to  tell  all  that  I  have  put  up  a  web  site  for  Technocracy. 

It  is  not  a  big  site,  nor  do  I  make  any  claim  that  it  is  an  "Official" 
Technocracy  Web  site.  It  is  just  a  little  site  I  put  up  with  some  stuff 
I  wrote  on  it  that  doesn't  seem  to  fit  in  anywhere  else. 

The  biggest  thing  about  it  is  that  it  is  currently  the  only  place  to  get 
the  long  anticipated  unofficial  **Technocracy  FAQ**  (Frequently  Asked 
Questions)  file  that  I  have  been  promising  for  over  a  year!! 

There  are  a  few  minor  broken  links  so  far  that  I  will  try  to  fix  ASAP, 
but  all  the  documents  and  external  links  work,  so  go  ahead,  check  it 
out,  and  feel  free  to  let  me  know  what  you  think! 

Bill  DesJardins 
MAL  RD-11353 


http: //skylite .datanet . ab. ca/ users /murdoc/ 
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Bill's  Super  Short  Technocracy  Page 


http://skylite.datanet.ab.ca/users/murdoc/main.htm 


CHO 


Technocracy  FAQ  File  Ver.  1.0 

1 1  Reasons  Technocracy  Works 
Technocracy  Embraces  All  Causes 


lof2 


1/31/00  11:44  PM 
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Bill's  Super  Short  Technocracy  Page 


http://skylite.datanet.ab.ca/users/murdoc/mam.htm 


The  Official  Technocracy  Web  Site 


The  Unofficial  Technocracy  Web  Site 


An  Introduction  to  Technocracy 


murdoc(aldatanet.ab.  ca 
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Date:  Fri,  28  Jan  2000  18:45:37  -0700 
From:  Murdoc  Addams  <ii:iurdoc@datanet  .ab.  ca> 
To:  Technocracy  ML  <technocracy@pacif ier . com> 
Cc:  Walt  Fryers  <wf  ryers@freenet .  editionton.  ab.  ca>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@gnurd. Portland. or .us>. 

Members  ML  <members@technocracy .org>, 

Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary. ca>,  hrennick@freewwweb.com 
Subject:  New  Technocracy  Web  Site 

This  is  to  tell  all  that  I  have  put  up  a  web  site  for  Technocracy. 

It  is  not  a  big  site,  nor  do  I  make  any  claim  that  it  is  an  "Official" 
Technocracy  Web  site.  It  is  just  a  little  site  I  put  up  with  some  stuff 
I  wrote  on  it  that  doesn't  seem  to  fit  in  anywhere  else. 

The  biggest  thing  about  it  is  that  it  is  currently  the  only  place  to  get 
the  long  anticipated  unofficial  **Technocracy  FAQ**  (Frequently  Asked 
Questions)  file  that  I  have  been  promising  for  over  a  year!! 

There  are  a  few  minor  broken  links  so  far  that  I  will  try  to  fix  ASAP, 
but  all  the  documents  and  external  links  work,  so  go  ahead,  check  it 
out,  and  feel  free  to  let  me  know  what  you  think! 

Bill  DesJardins 
MAL  RD-11353 


http: //skylite.datanet . ab. ca/users /murdoc/ 
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Date:  Mon,  10  Jan  2000  20:04:02  EST 

From:  STEVEHUMAN@aol.com 

To:  members@technocracy.org,  DeborahADoll@aol.com,  wayneormarion@webtv.net, 

bmccahi 1 1 @  yahoo . com 
Subject:  Fwd:  SPECIAL  ISSUE  ON  GLOBALIZATION 


[  Part  2:  "Included  Message"  ] 

Date:  Mon,  10  Jan  2000  06:36:06  +0800 

From:  Gala  Foundation  <gaiawest@iinet .net . au> 

To:  donchism@ican.net,  gaiapc@envirolink.org,  brian@nettrek.com.au 

Cc:    cj@cyberjournal.org,  gaiachris@bigpond.com,  ecoheal@iinet.net.au, 

f auz2@yahoo . com 
Subject:  SPECIAL  ISSUE  ON  GLOBALIZATION 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Don,  and  friends 

Another  piece  on  the  reality  of  Globalisation 

For  the  Earth 

John 

SUMMARY 

THE  HUM7\N  FACE  OF  THE  GLOBAL  ECONOMY 

CHARLIE  KERNAGHAN* 

UNIVERSITY  OF  WASHINGTON,  SEATTLE,  OCTOBER  3,  1999 


EL  SALVADOR:   225  maquila  factories,  70,000  young  women,  export  581  million 

garments/year  to  U.S./50  million/mo.;  7th  largest  exporter  to  U.S.   U.S. 

import  of  apparel:   1992:  198  million  garments;  1998:   1.2  billion  garments 

=   600%  increase 

NOT  ONE  UNION  IN  A  MAQUILA  &  El  Salvador  may  lower  wages  from  606/hr  to 

366/hr! ! 

Workers  charged  806/breakfast;  $1 . 49/lunch;  686  RT  bus  fare:   Wages  = 

606/hr  or  $4.79/day! 

Babies  raised  on  coffee;  milk  too  expensive.   Workers  can  not  buy  school 

clothes  or  books. 

$1.44/hr  would  bring  workers  over  the  poverty  line. 

Yale  T-shirts  made  in  this  country. 


Caribbean  Apparel:   Kathie  Lee  Gifford 

Wal-Mart,  KMart,  Leslie  Faye 

Location:   American  free   Zone  in  Santa  Ana 

Workers:;   80%  women;  50%  single  mothers,  young 

Cinderblock  walls;  barbed  wire,  locked  metal  gates,  armed  guard, 100  degrees 

&   improper  ventilation.  Women  locked  in  for  12-15  hr  shifts,   6  days/wk; 

fired  if  won't  work  overtime;  fired  if  pregnant;  fired  if  don't 
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give  in  to  sexual  favors;  get  out  of  line  and  one  is  locked  in 
isolation  for  hours;  fired  for  any  attempt  to  organize;  death  threats 

($12.50  paid  per  murder);  armed  thugs  patrol  work  place 

can't  talk  to  anyone;  can  use  toilet  only  2  times/day,  and  only  w/permission 
Drinking  water  is  polluted;   have  to  sit  on  dirt  or  in  mud  to  eat 
PAY:   606/hr       (1/3  cost  of  living) 
Kathie  Lee  Pants:   Retail  $16.90       Pay:   156/pair 

(The  conditions  here  are  typical  in  each  of  the  factories) .   In  addition  to 
those  below,  there  are  Motorola,  GM  (rice  paddies  now  growing  GM  plants. 
Sharp. ) 
Top  20%  of  the  Chinese  control  55.3%  of  its  wealth. 

Dual  Company:   Liz  Claiborne 

Same  conditions,  but  women  made  to  work  7  days/wk 

Must  produce  115-150  pieces/hour 

Retail:   $198  jacket    Pay  =  746  labor   (4/10  of  1%  of  cost  of  garment) 

Formosa  Textiles   (Korean  owned;  run  my  Bangladesh  men  because,  they  are 
tougher  on  women) :   Nike 

Retail:   $75  shirt     Pay:   206/hr    (3/10  of  1%  of  garment  cost) 
Women  charged  for  pregnancy  test  before  being  hired  and  during  hire 

Exmodica   (Santa  Ana):   Nike  children's  clothing;  Adidas;  Lee 
Factory  labels  say  "Made  in  USA" 

Factory  owned  by  sister  of  former  president  of  El  Salvador,  Calderon 
Sol--the  power  behind  recently-elected  President  Flores 


INDONESIA: 

Nike  spends  $650  million/yr  advertising  worldwide  (Nike  gave  their  workers 
16/hr  raise  in  Indonesia   (146  to  156/hr!)  while   "low  wage  spotlight"  on 
them.)   Employ  70,000. 

VIET  NAM 

Nike:   20  million  pairs  sneakers/yr 

Pay:   336/hr 

CHINA 

Nike:   (Yuyen  factory  complex)   50,000  -  60,000  workers 

Compare  this  to  the  fact  that  in  the  U.S.  there  are  only  37,000  footwear 

workers;  one  time  a  major  US  industry. 

City  of  Jazu.   21,000  workers  making  Nike  sneakers 
Same  working  conditions  as  in  El  Salvador 
Pay:   236/hr 

Ked  Sneakers;    Oregon  Deep  E  Hemp  shoes  sold  through  Co-op  America 

Very  young  women  Ages:  under  16-25;  fired  at  age  25 

16  hr  shifts. 

Put  on  toxic  glue  with  bare  hands  &  no  proper  ventilation,  gloves,  respirators 

Oregon  says  they  pay  workers  $3.15/hr;   real  pay  is  236/hr. 


Alpine  car  stereos. 

Women  forced  to  work  10  hr  days,  sitting  at  microscopes  and  soldering  very 

fine  pieces. 

Electronic  scoreboard  above  them  informing  them  on  what  their  daily 

production  quota  was,  etc. 
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Pay:   356/hr 


HAITI 

Disney:   101  Dalmations  and  Pocahontas  garments. 

Workers  paid  piece  rate;  13  steps  to  assemble  Dalmatian  garments. 
Garment:   $19.99    Pay:   66/garment     (3/10  of  1%  of  cost  of  garment) 

GUATEMALA 

Philips  van  Heusen:    shut  down  the  single  unionized  factory  in  Guatemala 
Christmas  1998  (PVH  owns  it  and  was  paying  $1.09/hr  and  wanted  to  pay  less) 
AT  THIS  SAME  POINT  IN  TIME,  THE  CEO  GAVE  HIMSELF  A  $700,000  BONUS!   He 
makes  $2.6  million/yr.     Additionally,  he  gets  a  $71,000/yr   company  grant 
to  pay  for  his  kids'  college  . $30, 000-$40, 000  for  family  health 
maintenance.   PVH  NOW  SOURCES  OUT  THEIR  WORK  TO  FACTORIES  PAYING  $.36  TO 
$.50/HR. 

PVH  IS  ON  BILL  CLINTON'S  HUMAN  RIGHTS  AND  WORKERS  RIGHTS  TASK  FORCE. 


BURMA 

Sears,  et  al. 

A  concentration  camp  country.   Military  solidified  power  in  1998  after 

gunning  down  thousands  of  workers  and  students  on  the  street  marching  for 

the  right  to  vote  and  for  democracy.   Military  said  to  hold  people  in  fear 

through  rape,  torture,  ethnic  cleansing,  murder,  etc.   Entire  nation   a 

concentration  camp. 

Since  Clinton  said  "Let's  stop  all  new  US  investments  in  Burma"  in  May 

1997,  the  US  apparel  companies  in  1998  increased  their  imports  from  Burma 

by  44%,  to  $110  million/yr. 

US  companies  in  Burma  pay  66/hour/$8  per  month  for  60  hr  work  wk. 

About  90%  of  factories  are  joint  ventures  with  the  military  dictators  and 

10%  with  drug  lords  who  run  65%  of  the  heroin  to  the  U.S.. 

SAIPAN  (a  U.S.  territory  not  covered  by  immigration  or  minimum  wage  laws) 

Mirage  Factory  making  goods  for  Wal-Mart,  Gap,  J  Crew,  and  Limited 

U.S.  companies  moved  their  China  factories  to  Saipan  so  they  could  label 

goods  "Made  in  USA." 

Pay  is  $2.15/hr  below  US  minimum  wage;  same  miserable  working  conditions — 7 

days/wk,  14  hrs/day. 

Recruiters  go  to  China  and  recruit  15,000  young  women/year  and  promise  them 

good  jobs  in  the  USA.   Women  must  pay  $5000  recruitment  fee!  or  work  it  off 

in  the  "USA."   If  women  become  pregnant  or  refuse  to  work  overtime,   they 

are  fired  and  deported  to  China  and  suffer  Chinese  retaliation. 

This  is  why  China's  entrance  into  the  WTO  is  considered  an  enormous  step 
backwards  for  human  rights. 

WAL-MART 

Global  sweatshop 

Largest  retailer  in  the  world  and  in  Canada  and  the  U.S.  and  soon  in  Mexico. 

Now  in  Germany  and  the  UK 

Largest  private  sector  employer  in  the  US,  displacing  GM 

GM  paid:   $46/hr  ($26/wages;  $20/benef its) 

GM  pays  Mexicans  50-566/hr 


.-#■•/  -^ 


'jf,^- 


^^y. 


■^■ri ^<  '!i^xsKBifaHX!^msit^&■r■.i^>mxz,lBl^J^-^-^m■^fmv^ 


^VCr^^ 


Wal-Mart  aver.  American  wage  =  $6.10/hr;  often  cap  workweek  at  25  hours  to 

get  around  benefits. 

One-half  Wal-Mart  employees  eligible  for  food  stamps. 

Annual  world  sales  =  $137.6  billion 

Wal-Mart  larger  than  155  countries  in  the  world   (there  are  192  countries) . 

Annual  sales  larger  than  the  gross  domestic  product,  the  entire  economic 

output,  of  155  countries. 

Wal-Mart  will  only  come  into  a  country  if  guaranteed  no  union,  no 

regulations,  no  occupational  health  and  safety  laws,  no  red  tape,  no 

environmental  protections. 

Have  turned  entire  countries  into  sweatshops 

IN  B7\NGLADESH,  ONE  OF  THEIR  FACTORIES  EMPLOYS  9-12  YEAR  OLD  CHILDREN  T^vID 

PAY  THEM  5-86/hr  and  work  the  children  until  midnight.   They  are  repeatedly 

beaten. 

Another  Bangladesh  factory:   Pay:  206/hr,  12  hr/days,  7  days/wk;   80  hr 

work  week  =  $16 

Phil  Knight  (NIKE(?))  CEO:   Worth  $5.8  billion 

Michael  Eisner  (DISNEY)  CEO:   1998  earn  $104, 000/hour  or  $2.4  million/wk 
(pays  workers  286/hours!) 
WALTON  (WAL-MART)  WORTH  $67.5  BILLION  (pays  workers  206/hr) 

US  LOST  475,000  MFC  JOBS  IN  1998 

*Charlie  Kernaghan  is  Director,  National  Labor  Committee,  New  York 
Human  rights  organizations  active  in  abolishing  sweatshops 


*********CONSIDER  ALL  THE  ABOVE  BEFORE  YOU  BUY******** 

(and  these  are  just  examples  of  how  consumer  goods  get  to  you) 
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Date:  Tue,  14  Dec  1999  21:46:05  -0500  (EST) 
From:  Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net> 

To:  HRRushing@webtv.net,  abraswe@bellsouth.net,  cecilkeith@prodigy.net, 
lwnick@webtv.net,  meinbers@technocracy.org,  pacfam@worldnet.att.net 
Subject:  Economic  Globalization 

From  the  "8141  News  Digest,"   PO  Box  1116,  Cuyahoga  Falls,  OH  , 
44223-0116 

Rachel's  Environment  &  Health  Weekly,  11/4/99     —   WTO  Turns  Back 
the  Clock  — 

"In  effect,  WTO  has  erased  30  years  of  environmental  activism. 

And  the  only  way  to  protect  the  environment  will  be  to 

dismantle  the  WTO." 

The  alternative  press  is  now  as  full  of  articles  about  the  WTO  as  the 
popular  media  were  a  few  months  ago  about  Monica.   Perhaps  a  little 
background  will  not  be  overkill. 


International  Forum  on  Globalization,  Oct.  1999 
GOVERNMENT  BY  DEB I  BARKER  AND  JERRY  MANDER. 


INVISIBLE 


"ECONOMIC  GL0B7U.IZATI0N  INVOLVES  THE  MOST  FUNDAMENTAL  REDESIGN  AND 
CENTRALIZATION  OF  THE  WORLD'S  POLITICAL  AND  ECONOMIC  ARRANGEMENTS  SINCE 
THE  INDUSTRIAL  REVOLUTION.   YET  THE  PROFOUND  CONSEQUENCES  OF  THESE 
CHANGES  HAVE  BEEN  EXPOSED  TO  ALMOST  NO  SERIOUS  PUBLIC  SCRUTINY  OR  DEBATE 
. . .  The  occassional  descriptions  offered  by  the  media  usually  come  from 
global  corporations  or  the  new  global  trade  bureaucracies  such  as  WTO. 
Because  they  are  the  leading  advocates  and  beneficiaries  of  this  new 
order,  the  visions  they  offer  are  unfailingly  positive,  even  Utopian. 
'Globalization  will  be  a  panacea  for  all  our  ills.' 

"Thus  far,  the  optimism  is  unwarranted.  The  single  clearest,  most 
direct  result  of  economic  globalization  to  date  is  a  massive  global 
transfer  of  economic  and  political  power  away  from  national  governments 
and  into  the  hands  of  global  corporations  and  the  trade  bureaucracies 
they  helped  create.   This  transfer  of  power  is  producing  dire 
consequences  for  the  environment,  human  rights,  social  welfare, 
agriculture,  food  safety,  workers  rights,  national  sovereignty, and 
democracy  itself. 

The  WTO  is  the  primary  rule-making  body  of  the  globalization  process. 
Its  135  member  countries  have  ceded  to  it  vast  authorities  and  powers 
that  once  resided  within  their  own  bodies  politic.   I  only  five  years, 
the  WTO  has  come  to  rival  the  International  Monetary  Fund  as  the  most 
powerful,  secretive,  and  anti-democratic  international  body  on  earth,  a 
bona  fide  global  government  for  the  "free  trade  era." 

THE  CENTRAL  OPERATING  PRINCIPLE  OF  THE  WTO  IS  THAT  THE  INTERESTS  OF 
GLOBAL  CORPORATIONS  MUST  ALWAYS  SUPERSEDE  ALL  OTHERS.   This  means  that 
any  national,  provincial,  state,  or  community  laws  or  standards  enacted 
on  behalf  of  labor  rights,  environmental  protection,  human  rights 
consumer  rights,  local  culture,  social  justice,  national  sovereignty,  or 
democracy,  if  they  are  viewed  by  corporations  as  impediments  to  "free 
trade,"  must  be  rescinded. 


The  WTO  was  formed  in  1995  by  an  agreement  among  125  countries  (now 
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134)  and  was  given  powers  far  greater  than  have  ever  been  granted  to  any 
international  body.   It  exercises  executive,  legislative,  and  judicial 
authority,  preempting  those  of  any  other  governing  body. 

The  WTO's  legislative  authority  stems  from  the  ability  to  strike  down 
the  domestic  laws  and  policies  of  its  member  nations  and  to  compel  them 
to  conform  to  WTO  rules. 

Its   judicial  POWERS  LIE  IN  ITS  Dispute  Settlement  Body  (DSB) , 
composed  of  panels  of  corporate  lawyers  with  no  training  in  social  or 
environmental  issues,  who  preside  over  secret  hearings  as  final  judges 
and  arbiters  of  disputes  among  member  nations. 

Its  executive  power,  greater  Ithan  that  granted  to  any  other  national 
body,  allows  it  to  coerce  compliance  by  means  of  penalties  and  trade 
sanctions  so  economically  severe  Ithat  even  the  largest  nations  must 
comply. 

That  such  an  agreement  could  have  been  approved  by  the  several 
lawmaking  bodies  indicates  a  gross  inattention.  (INATTENTION?) 
In  this  country,  in  fact,  Ralph  Nader,  leading  consumer  advocate, 
offered  a  prize  of  $10,000  to  any  senators  or  congressmen  who  would  sign 
an  affidavit  saying  they  had  read  the  agreement  and  could  publicly 
answer  questions  about  it  before  they  voted.   Only  one  accepted  the 
challenge  and,  having  read  the  document,  changed  his  vote  from  "for"  to 
"against . " 

"To  many  people  who  struggle  to  make  ends  meet,  the  world 

trade  agreements  —  from  Tokyo  in  1978  to  Uruguay  in  1986  to  WTO  in  1995 
--  have  been  an  open  invitation  to  powerful  multinational  corporations 
to  ighten  their  grip  on  the  global  economy  and  to  plunder  natural 
resources  at  an  alarming  rate. 

"Since  World  War  II,  the  world  economy  has  expanded  from  a  total 
output  of  $3.8  trillion   in  1950  to  4118.9  TRILLION  IN  1992  (USING 
CONSTANT  1987  DOLLARS),  Of  the  op  100  economies  in  1996,  50  were 
corporations  with  total  sales  of  $3.5  trillion,  more  than  the  gross 
domestic  product  of  every  country  except  the  United  States  and  Japan. 

"There  is  also  unprecedented  poverty  and  deepening  despair.   More 
than  80  countries  (out  of  188  United  Nations  member  ststes)  have  per 
capita  incomes   lower  than  they  did  in  1970.  Nearly  1.3  billon  people 
(out  of  six  billion  on  the  plaet)  do  not  have  access  to  clean  water  and 
live  on  incomes  of  less  than  $1  per  day.   Almost  one  billion  are 
malnourished,  whilr  disparity  between  the  wealthiest  fifth  of  the 
world's  peope  and  the  poorest  fifth  has  widened  from  a  10  to  1  ratio  in 
1948  to  a  74  to  1  ratio  in  1995. 

"Tropical  forests  declined  by  11  million  hectares  (about  27  million 
acres)  annually.   Each  year,  deserts  encroach  on  another  sis  billion 
hectoares  (about  15  billion  acres)  of  once  productive  land,  while  poor 
land  management  results  in  a  net  loss  of  26billion  tons  of  soil." 

The  above  developments  do  nothing  to  reassure  us  that  globalization,  of 
which  the  WTO  is  the  handmaiden,  is  a  panacea  for  all  our  ills. 


NOTE: 


Obviously,  a  major  effort  is  underway  to  consolodate 
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all  the  "minor'  rackets  into  one  "major"  monoply. 

Def ination: 

Fascism  is  a  consolodation  of  all  the  minor 
rackets   into  a  major  monoply. 

What  was  it  Howard  Scott  said  about  all  the  political  parties  fighting 
in  the  last  ditch  together? 

L.W.  Nicholson 
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Date:  Mon,  20  Dec  1999  09:37:38  -0800 

From:  Doug  Knell  <dk;nell@home .  com> 

To:  David  Ravlin  <educator@vcn.bc. ca> 

Cc:  Members  <members@technocracy .org>,  CHQ  <chq@technocracy .org> 

Subject:  Re:  Ahem!  Technocracy  and  it's  members 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Hi  David,  Thanks  for  taking  the  trouble  to  reply  to  my  comment.  You  know,  I 
realize  that  the  rational  approach  is  considered  the  cornerstone  of 
Technocracy's  recruitment  policy.  The  idea,  however,  flies  in  the  face  of 
the  actual  practices  of  Howard  Scott  himself.  In  discussions  with  Cyril 
Large,  who  was  a  Technocracy  lecturer  and  organizer  for  most  of  his  life,  I 
discovered  that  Scott's  strategy  was  quite  different  than  what  is  repeated 
in  the  TTSD.  Scott  would  go  into  a  town  and  deliver  a  lecture  which  would 
stir  people  up  emotionally.  He  would  then  be  followed  a  week  later  by 
someone  like  Cyril  who  would  deliver  the  educational  talk  and  invite  those 
interested  to  participate  in  the  study  course.  It  seems  as  though  our 
fearless  leader  recognized  that  you  must  engage  people  on  a  gut  level  in 
order  to  arouse  their  interest  for  the  intellectual  information  which  is  the 
basis  of  Technocracy's  approach.  From  my  understanding  Scott  was  a 
charismatic  person  and  he  took  full  advantage  of  his  ability  to  attract 
people. 

With  a  huge  portion  of  our  membership  due  to  leave  us  in  the  next  few  years, 
it  would  seem  to  be  more  important  than  at  any  other  time  to  bring  new 
members  into  the  organization.  Let's  face  it,  our  present  approach  is  not 
drawing  crowds  of  people  to  hear  what  we  have  to  say.  When  an  organization 
as  large  as  Technocracy  was  at  one  time,  gets  as  excited  as  they  did  over 
the  recruitment  of  one  youngish  member  (me,  I'm  42),  it  gives  out  a  message 
that  this  does  not  happen  very  often.  Because  our  membership  list  is  closed, 
even  to  members,  it  is  difficult  to  estimate  the  average  age  of  our  group, 
but  the  correspondence  I  have  enjoyed  over  the  last  few  months  has  been 
mostly  with  people  over  65.  I  don't  know  how  old  you  are,  David,  but  I  think 
it  should  be  a  concern.  Not  only  do  I  think  that,  but  I  know  many  of  our 
senior  members  feel  the  same  way. 

I  will  speak  further  about  this  and  other  matters  of  concern  in  later 
discussions,  but  my  sole  purpose  in  saying  these  things  is  to  test  the 
waters  and  to  find  out  where  the  organization  is  at.  I  believe  we  are  in  a 
crisis  situation  and  pretending  that  we  can  go  on  as  we  have  and  still 
survive  is  really  just  putting  our  heads  in  the  sand.  I  invite  comment  and 
criticism.  I  have  already  received  some  positive  feedback  on  the  statement 
you  are  commenting  on  and  I  would  invite  everyone  to  engage  in  the 
discussion.  I  am  forwarding  this  message  to  CHQ  and  to  the  members  list  for 
comment.  You  are  obviously  a  dedicated  Technocrat  David,  I  admire  your 
commitment  to  the  cause. 

Doug  Knell 

Nanaimo  BC 

12349-1  Technocracy  Inc. 

dknell@home. com 


Original  Message  

From:  David  Ravlin  <educator@vcn.bc . ca> 
To:  Doug  Knell  <dknell@home. com> 
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Cc:  Leslie  Nicholson  <lwnick@webtv.net>;  Bill  DesJardins 

<murdoc@datanet .ab.ca>;  CHQ  <chq@technocracy .org>;  <Hartl24c41@aol .com>; 
Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary . ca>;  Howard  Rushing  <hrrushing@webtv.net>; 
Ian  Cruikshank  <iancruikshank@hotmail . com>;  John  Taube 

<technocrat@technocracysf .org>;  Steve  Doll  <STEVEHUMAN@aol . com>;  Walt  Fryers 
<wf ryers@freenet . edmonton.ab. ca>;  <members@technocracy .org> 
Sent:  Monday,  December  20,  1999  2:11  AM 
Subject:  Ahem!  Technocracy  and  it's  members 

>  On  Sat,  4  Dec  1999,  Doug  Knell  wrote: 

>  >  Perhaps  we  need  to  sit  down  and  re-examine  how  we  attract  new  members 

>  >  Doug  Knell 

>  So  Doug,  I  suggest  you  go  to  this  page  and  read  Technocracy's  approach. 

>  http: //www. vcn.bc. ca/~ educator /approach. htm 

>  — 

>  Dr 
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Date:  Mon,  06  Mar  2000  00:39:56  -0700 
From:  Murdoc  Addams  <murdoc@datanet . ab. ca> 
To:  Technocracy  ML  <technocracy@pacif ier . com> 
Cc:  Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@gnurd. Portland. or .us>. 

Members  ML  <members@technocracy.org>, 

Helen  Diemert  <hdiemert@ucalgary. ca> 
Subject:  Bill's  Web  Site  Back  Up! 

This  is  to  inform  everyone  that  Bill's  Super  Short  Technocracy  Web  Site 
is  back  up  and  running  as  before! 

Remember  that  this  is  the  only  place  to  go  and  see  the  unofficial 
Technocracy  FAQ  (Frequently  Asked  Questions)  file  that  I  have 
constructed.  You  can  also  download  your  own  copy  for  offline  viewing! 

This  site  will  be  updated  regularly.  Please  let  me  know  what  you  think. 
The  site's  address  is  found  below.  **NOTE**  that  it  is  different  from 
the  last  one.  Only  use  this  address  as  the  last  one  will  no  longer  work. 

Bill  DesJardins 
MAL  RD-11353 

http: //www.datanet . ab. ca/~murdoc/ 
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Date:  Mon,  6  Mar  2000  11:52:21  EST 

From:  Hartl24c41@aol.com 

To:  educator@vcn.bc.ca 

Cc:  DDlCameron@aol.com,  murdoc@datanet .ab.ca,  technocracy@pacifier.com, 
wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton, ab. ca,  trent@gnurd.portland.or .us, 
members@technocracy.org,  hdiemert@ucalgary . ca,  hrennick@freewwweb.com 

Subject:  Re:  New  Technocracy  Q&A  hhard  copy 

David  and  Dean  and  Bill; 

One  more  thing;   the  FAQ's  need  to  be  approved  by  CHQ,  and  I  also  strongly 
recommend  that  the  membership  be  given  time  for  a  careful  review  in  case 
folks  out  there  with  lots  of  experience  may  have  ideas  that  can  improve  on 
them.   Bill,  would  you  consider  sending  copies  to  others  and  asking  for 
comments,  or  have  you  done  this  already?   Hart 
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Date:  Mon,  06  Mar  2000  15:38:29  -0700 

From:  Murdoc  Addams  <murdoc@datanet . ab. ca> 

To:  Hartl24c41@aol.com 

Cc:  educator@vcn.bc. ca,  DDlCameron@aol.com,  technocracy@pacifier.com, 

wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca,  trent@gnurd. port land. or .us, 

members@technocracy.org,  hdiemert@ucalgary . ca 
Subject:  Re:  New  Technocracy  Q&A  hhard  copy 

Hartl24c41@aol.com  wrote: 
> 

>  David  and  Dean  and  Bill; 

>  One  more  thing;   the  FAQ's  need  to  be  approved  by  CHQ,  and  I  also  strongly 

>  recommend  that  the  membership  be  given  time  for  a  careful  review  in  case 

>  folks  out  there  with  lots  of  experience  may  have  ideas  that  can  improve  on 

>  them.   Bill,  would  you  consider  sending  copies  to  others  and  asking  for 

>  comments,  or  have  you  done  this  already?   Hart 

Ok,  here  it  comes... 

<rant> 

Yes,  Hart,  I  have.  In  fact,  when  I  started  this  whole  project  a  year  ago 
I  put  out  a  message  to  all  Technocrats  on  the  lists  that  I  would  like 
help,  suggestions,  questions,  and  answers  to  questions  for  my  FAQ;  the 
idea  being  that  the  more  people  that  work  on  it,  the  better  it  will  be. 
While  I  initially  received  much  enthusiasm  about  the  project,  when  it 
came  time  to  actually  help  me,  no  one  did  a  thing,  even  those  who  said 
outright  that  they  would.  I  sent  copies  to  about  half  a  dozen  people  and 
the  most  I  received  back  was  a  "good  job"  by  only  a  few  of  those.  So, 
basically,  I  had  to  do  it  myself.  The  only  real  help  I  received  is  from 
the  Technocrats  in  my  own  city,  Edmonton  Alberta,  and  a  big  thanks  goes 
out  to  them  (again) . 

So,  if  anyone  still  has  comments,  feel  free  to  give  them.  However,  I 
have  to  say  that  when  it  comes  to  any  sort  of  organized  project,  I  have 
yet  to  see  Technocrats  do  it,  at  least  not  these  on  the  web. 

Sorry  if  I  sound  bitter,  but  my  main  beef  is  with  those  who  say  they 
will  help  and  then  don't.  Some  of  them  wouldn't  even  respond  to  my 
e-mails,  which  I  really  can't  stand.  I  even  put  out  repeated  requests 
and  re-requests  to  those  who  expressed  interest,  and  this  resulted  in 
nothing. 

As  for  authorization  from  CHQ,  they  didn't  even  want  me  to  start  the 
project,  even  though  I  was  already  nearly  finished.  If  you  thought  that 
I  was  dis-heartened  before,  well,  I  nearly  gave  up  right  there. 
Thankfully,  Trent  Fisher  told  me  not  to  give  up,  and  reminded  me  that 
his  web  site  was  unofficial  for  years  before  it  was  authorized.  Funny 
that  no  one  else  expressed  their  support  at  the  time. 

So,  I  hope  this  answers  your  questions.  Hart,  and  clears  up  a  few  things 
for  people.  I  also  hope  it  will  encourage  people  to  either  stick  to 
their  promises,  or  else  don't  make  promises  they  can't  (or  won't)  keep. 

</rant> 


Bill 

MAL  RD-11353 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hi  Walt, 


"Bill  DesJardins"  <blll@technocracy.ca> 
"Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 
Friday,  June  30,  2006  3:03  PM 
Problems 


I  feel  that  you  and  I  need  to  work  some  things  out.  This  is  in  reference 
to  your  behaviour  at  the  Tuesday  meeting  two  weeks  ago  when  you  told  me 
that  the  Sunday  meetings  would  continue  as  they  have  been.  I'm  not  writing 
this  to  discuss  that  proposal  itself,  as  that  appears  impossible  at  the 
moment,  but  rather  they  way  you  handled  it  which  frankly  disappointed  me 
greatly.  I  hope  that  we  can  work  this  out. 

When  I  first  made  the  proposal,  you  largely  dismissed  the  idea  without 
discussion.  You  did  express  concern  about  our  ability  to  be  able  to 
accomplish  the  projects  I  outlined.  This  was  reasonable  so  I  said  that  I 
would  work  on  that  and  you  seemed  to  accept  that.  I  came  back  with  a  very 
detailed  analysis  that  also  served  as  a  feasibility  study,  and  when  I 
offered  it  to  the  group,  you  ignored  that  as  well,  not  expressing  any 
concern  or  allowing  any  discussion.  I  had  no  idea  if  the  proposal  was  to 
be  accepted  or  not.  It  wasn't  until  the  Tuesday  meeting  in  question  that 
you  publicly  accepted  the  Saturday  Study  Course  arrangement,  which  I  was 
glad  for.  However,  you  didn't  mention  the  Sunday  project  at  all,  instead 
ignoring  it  again.  So  I  brought  it  up,  in  an  effort  to  be  clear  about  the 
project.  Again,  without  discussion  you  told  me  that  the  project  would  not 
happen.  I  was  shocked  that  any  proposal  would  be  dismissed  out  of  hand 
like  this,  so  I  asked  for  a  reason,  why  you  felt  that  this  was  the  right 
decision.  You  told  me  that  it  was  because  you  decided  it,  and  that  you 
were  organizer  which  allowed  you  to  do  so.  This  shocked  me  as  well,  as  you 
have  never  run  our  group  in  such  an  authoritarian  way  before.  I  was  also 
quite  hurt  that  you  would  not  even  give  me  a  proper  reason  why  not.  If  you 
had  offered  one,  I  might  have  accepted  it,  whether  I  agreed  with  it  or 
not.  However,  you  did  not  even  afford  me  this  common  courtesy.  Still  in 
disbelief,  I  again  stated  that  I  would  like  to  know  why  you  have  decided 
this.  Instead  of  telling  me,  you  instead  told  me  that  I  had  no  "authority" 
here,  and  that  you  would  not  be  dragged  into  an  argument  with  me  about  it. 
I  have  to  say  Walt  that  this  is  beyond  belief.  Never  have  you  treated  me, 
or  anyone  that  I've  seen,  with  such  blatant  disrespect.  At  no  time  did  I 
even  attempt  to  exert  any  sort  of  "authority",  so  I  don't  even  know  why 
that  you  think  that  that  is  an  issue.  I'd  really  like  to  know,  however.  I 
also  had  no  intention  of  "arguing"  with  you  about  it,  although  I  do  think 
that  any  such  proposal  deserves  at  least  some  form  of  deliberation,  or 
discussion.  If  such  discussion  had  taken  place,  and  a  reason  given  for 
your  decision,  I  would  of  course  have  complied  with  you.  I  always  have.  I 
don't  know  why  you  seem  to  think  otherwise  or  what  prompted  this 
behaviour.  You  have  often  said  that  Technocracy  should  operate  as  a 
"scientific  society";  is  this  how  you  think  one  should  work?  It  doesn't 
seem  so  to  me. 


6/30/2006 
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Walt,  I  am  really  confused  about  this,  and  hurt.  We  have  worked  together 
for  many  years,  and  very  well  1  thought.  You  always  respected  me,  it 
seemed,  and  always  listened  to  what  I  had  to  say.  I  don't  know  what  could 
have  happened  to  change  this.  I've  always  respected  you,  and  your 
position,  and  even  looked  up  to  you.  You  have  been  something  of  a 
role-model  to  me  in  Technocracy.  You  were  always  clear-headed,  patient, 
kind,  and  treated  me  well,  until  now. 

I  would  really  like  to  work  this  out  with  you  Walt.  I  need  to  know  what 
you  see  is  the  problem  here.  I  want  things  to  go  back  to  the  way  they 
were,  with  us  working  well  and  getting  along  together.  This  is  both  on  a 
personal  note,  and  a  professional  one,  since  I  think  that  our  organization 
cannot  function  like  this.  We  have  too  many  problems  already  without  us 
being  so  divisive,  especially  among  our  most  productive  members.  So  please 
Walt,  can  we  work  this  out?  Tell  me  what's  wrong  so  we  can  talk  about  this 
and  begin  to  move  forward  again.  There's  no  reason  for  fighting. 

Sincerely, 

Bill 


Using  M2,  Opera's  revolutionary  e-mail  client:  http://www,opera.com/m2/ 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Bill  DesJardlns"  <bill@technocracy.ca> 

To:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

Sent:  Thursday,  April  20,  2006  12:40  AM 

Subject:  Re:  My  situation. 

Hi  Walt, 

I  wanted  to  talk  about  our  conversation  on  April  6th  about  who  is  to  be 
organizer,  so  that  I  can  clarify  my  position  with  you.  I  hope  that  you  did 
not  think  that  I  was  coming  on  too  strong  and  trying  to  take  the  position 
from  you.  Far  from  it,  it  is  not  something  I  really  look  forward  too. 
However,  I  realize  that  someone  is  going  to  have  to  do  it  sometime,  and 
that  currently  I  am  the  best  one  qualified  for  the  role.  I  already 
explained  why  I  have  not  taken  over  the  position  earlier  when  you 
requested  it,  and  for  the  time  those  reasons  stand.  However  I  do  also 
realize  that  it  is  not  fair  to  expect  you  to  continue  as  organizer  if  you 
don't  want  to,  given  your  situation.  You've  already  done  quite  a  lot  for 
the  group  and  organization  and  for  that  I'm  sure  we  are  all  very  thankful. 
I  just  want  to  help  out  however  I  can.  The  last  thing  I  want  is  to  see  the 
group  fall  apart  because  no  one  is  at  the  hekn. 

For  the  time  being  I  am  still  looking  for  a  source  of  income  that  will  not 
interfere  with  my  Technocratic  activities  (at  least  too  much).  When  I  do 
find  one  I  feel  that  I  will  be  in  the  best  position  to  perform  the  duties 
of  Organizer.  However,  if  at  any  point  before  or  after  then  you  would  like 
to  discontinue  your  position,  I  will  be  there  to  help.  I  don't  want  to 
"step  on  your  toes",  but  I'm  here  if  you  need  me.  I  hope  this  clears 
things  up.  If  not  let  me  know  and  I'll  try  to  explain  further. 

I'd  also  like  to  reiterate  that  I  believe  strongly  that  the  answer  to  our 
group's  (and  the  whole  organization's)  troubles  lie,  at  least  in  part,  in 
the  Technocracy  Member's  Manual.  I  realize  that  I  may  be  wrong,  but  that 
is  why  I  am  passing  it  by  all  the  members,  especially  the  more  experienced 
ones.  I  would  appreciate  your  views  on  it  when  you  get  the  chance.  Once  we 
can  start  enacting  at  least  some  of  the  suggestions  in  the  book  I  think 
that  we  will  start  to  see  more  results.  This  will  require  however  that  our 
members  be  as  familiar  with  it  as  possible. 

I'd  also  like  to  say  that  I  do  appreciate  all  you've  done  for  the  group 
and  myself  as  well.  Being  a  Technocrat  in  this  day  and  age  is  indeed  an 
exceptional  task  in  morale  maintenance.  If  it  were  not  for  people  like  you 
and  the  Gregory's,  I  might  never  have  come  back  from  those  two  times  I  had 
quit  in  the  past.  With  things  developing  like  the  new  Manual,  I  am  however 
more  convinced  than  ever  that  we  can  accomplish  our  goals.  I  know  that  it 
will  not  be  easy,  but  any  chance  right  now  is  better  than  none.  I  couldn't 
have  come  this  far  without  you  guys. 

-Bill 


4/20/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.conn>;  "Gregory,  John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  June  14,  2006  9:17  AM 

Subject:  Fw:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 


John  and  Howard:  Here  is  the  latest  on  the  web  sites.  Walt. 


—  Original  Message  — 
From:  George  A  Wright 
To:  wfryers@telus.net 

Sent:  Tuesday,  June  13,  2006  11:33  PM 
Subject:  Fw:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

Walt  - 

A  little  follow  up  on  this:  We  have  realized  for  some  time  that  the  technocracy.ca  site  has  some 
problems. 

But  I  am  totally  confused  -  Bill  DesJardines  is  the  controller  for  the  site  now.  My  concern  for  sometime 
is  that  he  institutes  a  new  format  without  any  notice  to  CHQ.  Plus  we  seldom  hear  from  him  on 
anything  about  our  impressions  of  the  site  and  especially  any  comments  to  him  on  our  impressions.  We 
need  a  personality  that  understands  that  it  is  the  "concept"  that  is  key,  not  all  the  superfluous  and 
personal  convictions  of  one  person  to  be  promoted.  I  will  be  the  first  to  make  room  for  such  a  person 
here  at  CHQ,  but  I  don't  see  him  yet. 

But  it  is  my  failure  to  monitor  him  more  closely.  I  find  just  day-  to-  day  operations,  answering  my 
mailings  coming  in,  preparing  for  the  next  quarter's  magazine  and  etc,  takes  so  much  of  my  energy.  Plus 

-  my  own  personal  life  is  in  flux  right  now  -  very  distracting. 

We  have  hired  a  web  professional  to  help  make  our  .org  site  more  appealing  -  to  add  much  needed 
material  and  to  delete  some  not  so  desirable.  Bill's  site  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Board  and  if  found  too 
confusing,  open  to  opinions  from  unauthorized  persons  and  a  situation  whereby  we  carmot  exert  some 
control,  we  will  shut  it  down.  We  will  have  only  CHQ  in  control  of  any  site  in  our  name.  Now 
hopefully,  something  can  be  worked  out,  but  we  will  again  assume  the  authority  that  we  should  have. 

George 

wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Wright,  George"  <techmag-gw@juno.com> 

Date:  Sun,  4  Jun  2006  20:07:14  -0600 

Subject:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

Message-ID:  <000801c68844$c67f8f40$c5f5a6c6@hewlettmy4v2yb> 

George:  Technocracy  Inc.  is  under  attack  (Sievert  et  al);  has  been  before  and  will  be  again.  (One  vulnerable 
target  seems  to  be  the  Canadian  web  site.)  It  seems  advisable  perhaps  to  centralize  control  of  web  sites  at  CHQ 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  organization,  its  body  of  thought,  and  its  functions,  against  all  comers.  I  would 
suggest  considering  the  relocating  of  the  Technocracy.ca  site  to  HQ,  where  it  could  be  monitored  and  guided.  A 
web  site  is  a  great  responsibility  and  could  become  an  increasingly  important  expression  of  the  organization  in  the 
future.  We  are  not  able  to  monitor  the  site  here.  If  such  a  site  is  to  be  continued  as  a  Canadian  contribution  (???) 
then  I  would  further  suggest  the  job  be  offered  by  CHQ  to  someone  qualified  and  ready  to  locate  there;  perhaps 
Bill  DesJardins  or  someone  else.  The  maturity  and  background  required  will  be  hard  to  find.  The  site  should  be 
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suspended  or  terminated  until  such  a  person  (eventually,  a  team?)  is  available.  This  re-organization  would  be  a 
decision  for  the  Board  to  make. 

P.S.  From  time  to  time  it  has  been  suggested  here  that  a  visit  by  CHQ  (yourself?)  would  be  of  mutual  benefit. 
Would  this  month  be  a  possible?   Walt. 


6/14/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com>;  "Gregory,  John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  June  14,  2006  9:10  AM 

Subject:  Fw:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

John  and  Howard,  I  want  you  to  be  informed  on  this,  so  I  am  forwarding  relevant  items.    Walt. 

—  Original  Message  — 

From:  George  A  Wright 

To:  wfryers@telus.net 

Sent:  Monday,  June  05,  2006  11:50  AM 

Subject:  Fw:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

Walt: 

In  the  best  of  all  worlds  in  regards  to  our  use  of  the  Internet,  we  would  have  only  one  web  site,  which 
officially  is  the  case.  We  cannot  control  others  use  of  same  if  they  distance  themselves  from  our 
organization.  Even  Bill's  site  is  a  bit  much  ~  but  if  we  told  him  to  cease  and  desist,  he  would  continue 
anyway  and  then  what?  At  least  he  is  not  advocating  trouble  for  us.  We  do  not  have  "ownership"  of  the 
word  Technocracy  or  Technocrat.  And  until  just  last  week,  I  thought  that  if  they  identified  with  the 
"Inc.,"  we  could  legally  take  action  if  necessary.  Now,  I  find  out,  that  the  "incorporation"  protecfion 
status  is  only  in  effect  in  the  states  where  we  have  officially  applied,  i.e.,  Washington  state.  I  am  going 
to  check  further  on  this,  but  in  experimenting.  Dean  Cameron  used  Technocracy  Inc.  and  succeeded  to 
be  established  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin  without  any  authorization  from  us. 

As  for  Sievert,  Ahmann,  and  Putz  -  these  guys  are  a  low  ball  inconvenience.  If  members  would  just  stop 
communicating  with  them,  they  would  lose  the  audience  they  want  so  badly.  They  can't  hurt  us  nearly 
as  much  as  us  becoming  the  "invisible  organization,"  whereby  we  are  locked  out  of  the  general  media. 
I  know  this  is  still  in  effect  because  I  have  sent  several  pertinent  letters  to  the  Seattle  PI  and  the  Seattle 
Times  and  get  no  response  at  all. 

We  also  are  running  on  our  last  tank  of  gas,  so  to  speak.  I  for  one,  am  getting  burned  out.  The  three  of 
us  here  at  CHQ  have  no  expertise  in  the  use  of  computers.  We  are  however,  attempting  to  hire  outside 
help  and  are  now  actually  engaging  in  controlling  our  web  site  from  CHQ. 

We  need  younger,  more  adept  people,  but  there  is  no  one  in  sight. 

George 


wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Wright,  George"  <techmag-gw@juno.com> 

Date:  Sun,  4  Jun  2006  20:07:14  -0600 

Subject:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

Message-ID:  <000801c68844$c67f8f40$c5f5a6c6@hewlettmy4v2yb> 
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George:  Technocracy  Inc.  is  under  attack  (Sievert  et  al);  has  been  before  and  will  be  again.  (One  vulnerable 
target  seems  to  be  the  Canadian  web  site.)  It  seems  advisable  perhaps  to  centralize  control  of  web  sites  at  CHQ 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  organization,  its  body  of  thought,  and  its  functions,  against  all  comers.  I  would 
suggest  considering  the  relocating  of  the  Technocracy.ca  site  to  HQ,  where  it  could  be  monitored  and  guided.  A 
web  site  is  a  great  responsibility  and  could  become  an  increasingly  important  expression  of  the  organization  in  the 
future.  We  are  not  able  to  monitor  the  site  here.  If  such  a  site  is  to  be  continued  as  a  Canadian  contribution  (???) 
then  I  would  further  suggest  the  job  be  offered  by  CHQ  to  someone  qualified  and  ready  to  locate  there;  perhaps 
Bill  DesJardins  or  someone  else.  The  maturity  and  background  required  will  be  hard  to  find.  The  site  should  be 
suspended  or  terminated  until  such  a  person  (eventually,  a  team?)  is  available.  This  re-organization  would  be  a 
decision  for  the  Board  to  make. 

P.S.  From  time  to  time  it  has  been  suggested  here  that  a  visit  by  CHQ  (yourself?)  would  be  of  mutual  benefit. 
Would  this  month  be  a  possible?    Walt. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Walt- 


"George  A  Wright"  <techmag-gw@juno.com> 

<wfryers@telus.  net> 

Tuesday,  June  13,  2006  11:33  PM 

Fw:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 


A  little  follow  up  on  this:  We  have  realized  for  some  time  that  the  technocracy .ca  site  has  some 
problems. 

But  I  am  totally  confused  -  Bill  DesJardines  is  the  controller  for  the  site  now.  My  concern  for  sometime 
is  that  he  institutes  a  new  format  without  any  notice  to  CHQ.  Plus  we  seldom  hear  from  him  on 
anything  about  our  impressions  of  the  site  and  especially  any  comments  to  him  on  our  impressions.  We 
need  a  personality  that  understands  that  it  is  the  "concept"  that  is  key,  not  all  the  superfluous  and 
personal  convictions  of  one  person  to  be  promoted.  I  will  be  the  first  to  make  room  for  such  a  person 
here  at  CHQ,  but  I  don't  see  him  yet. 


But  it  is  my  failure  to  monitor  him  more  closely.  I  find  just  day-  to-  day  operations,  answering  my 
mailings  coming  in,  preparing  for  the  next  quarter's  magazine  and  etc,  takes  so  much  of  my  energy. 
-  my  own  personal  life  is  in  flux  right  now  -  very  distracting. 


Plus 


We  have  hired  a  web  professional  to  help  make  our  .org  site  more  appealing  -  to  add  much  needed 
material  and  to  delete  some  not  so  desirable.  Bill's  site  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Board  and  if  found  too 
confusing,  open  to  opinions  from  unauthorized  persons  and  a  situation  whereby  we  cannot  exert  some 
control,  we  will  shut  it  down.  We  will  have  only  CHQ  in  control  of  any  site  in  our  name.  Now 
hopefully,  something  can  be  worked  out,  but  we  will  again  assume  the  authority  that  we  should  have. 

George 

wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Wright,  George"  <techmag-gw@juno.com> 

Date:  Sun,  4  Jun  2006  20:07:14  -0600 

Subject:  A  suggestion  re  web  sites. 

Message-ID:  <000801c68844$c67f8f40$c5f5a6c6@hewlettmy4v2yb> 

George;  Technocracy  Inc.  is  under  attack  (Sievert  et  al);  has  been  before  and  will  be  again.  (One  vulnerable 
target  seems  to  be  the  Canadian  web  site.)  It  seems  advisable  perhaps  to  centralize  control  of  web  sites  at  CHQ 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  organization,  its  body  of  thought,  and  its  functions,  against  all  comers.  I  would 
suggest  considering  the  relocating  of  the  Technocracy.ca  site  to  HQ,  where  it  could  be  monitored  and  guided.  A 
web  site  is  a  great  responsibility  and  could  become  an  increasingly  important  expression  of  the  organization  in  the 
future.  We  are  not  able  to  monitor  the  site  here.  If  such  a  site  is  to  be  continued  as  a  Canadian  contribution  (???) 
then  I  would  further  suggest  the  job  be  offered  by  CHQ  to  someone  qualified  and  ready  to  locate  there;  perhaps 
Bill  DesJardins  or  someone  else.  The  maturity  and  background  required  will  be  hard  to  find.  The  site  should  be 
suspended  or  terminated  until  such  a  person  (eventually,  a  team?)  is  available.  This  re-organization  would  be  a 
decision  for  the  Board  to  make. 

P.S.  From  time  to  time  it  has  been  suggested  here  that  a  visit  by  CHQ  (yourself?)  would  be  of  mutual  benefit. 
Would  this  month  be  a  possible?    Walt. 


6/14/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "John  Fryers"  <fryers7158xx1@rogers.com> 

To:  "'Walter  Fryers"'  <wfryer8@telus.net> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  01 ,  2006  2:08  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Jevon's  Paradox 

didn't  know  that! 


From:  Walter  Fryers  [mailto:wfryers@telus.net] 

Sent:  Wednesday,  March  01,  2006  12:12  AM 

To:  Callaway,  Katherlne;  Fryers,  John;  Roan,  Linda;  Smith,  Boyd;  Schoettler,  Tyson;  Rennick,  Howard; 

Melnychuk,  Lee;  McCormick,  Lynn;  Kordellas,  Nicolas;  Gregory,  Lillian;  Gregory,  John;  Fryers,  Walter  R.; 

DesJardins,  William;  Blanes,  Allan;  Woodward,  Richard 

Subject:  Jevon's  Paradox 

From  time  to  time,  in  the  discussions  on  Peak  Oil,  the  term  "Jevon's  Paradox"  will  come  up.  You  could  look  it  up 
in  Google  or  Wickipedia,  but  here  are  some  thoughts  on  it. 

First,  it  says:  "to  the  extent  you  make  any  useful  commodity  more  affordable,  you  encourage  it's  consumption  by 
that  amount". 

That  means  that  gains  in  efficiency  will  not  solve  the  Peak  Oil  crisis    In  fact  it  simply  helps  to  maintain  our  life 
style  on  its  course  to  ever  greater  energy  consumption. 

Nor  will  individual  or  sector  programs  of  reducing  energy  consumption  help.  It  simply  provides  more  for  others  to 
consume,  and  defers  a  realistic  approach  to  Peak  Oil. 

Unlimited  growth  is  an  intrinsic  feature  of  the  Price  System,  until  bankruptcy  or  collapse  intervenes.  So  we  are  on 
a  one-way  trip  to  the  ultimate  crisis  that  will  change 

our  economy  to  a  sustainable  one:  a  Technocracy. 

This  is  not  a  presentation  to  encourage  waste,  or  even  continuance  of  your  life  style.  It  simply  says:  there  are  no 
easy  fixes.  Peak  Oil  will  require  a  change  in  the 


system,  and  a  change  in  governance.  Nothing  less.      Walt  Fryers. 


3/2/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:         "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Callaway,  Katherine"  <kaycal@shaw.ca>;  "Fryers,  John"  <fryers7158xx1@rogers.com>;  "Roan, 

Linda"  <ljeannebeck@hotmall.com>;  "Smith,  Boyd"  <norca@interbaun.com>;  "Schoettler,  Tyson" 
<tschoettler@gmail.com>;  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.conn>;  "Melnychuk,  Lee" 
<sscweb@ualt)erta.ca>;  "McCormick,  Lynn"  <Mickilyn@interbaun.com>;  "Kordellas,  Nicolas" 
<nick.kordellas@utoronto.ca>;  "Gregory,  Lillian"  <lmgregory@shaw.ca>;  "Gregory,  John" 
<johngregory@shaw.ca>;  "Fryers,  Walter  R."  <wfryers@telus.net>;  "DesJardins,  William" 
<bill@technocracy.ca>;  "Blanes,  Allan"  <alanblanes@hotmail.com>;  "Woodward,  Richard" 
<rdawoodward@msn.com> 

Sent:  Tuesday,  February  28,  2006  10:1 1  PM 

Subject:      Jevon's  Paradox 

From  time  to  time,  in  the  discussions  on  Peak  Oil,  the  tenm  "Jevon's  Paradox"  will  come  up.  You  could  look  it  up 
in  Google  or  Wickipedia,  but  here  are  some  thoughts  on  it. 

First,  it  says:  "to  the  extent  you  make  any  useful  commodity  more  affordable,  you  encourage  it's  consumption  by 
that  amount". 

That  means  that  gains  in  efficiency  will  not  solve  the  Peak  Oil  crisis    In  fact  it  simply  helps  to  maintain  our  life 
style  on  its  course  to  ever  greater  energy  consumption. 

Nor  will  individual  or  sector  programs  of  reducing  energy  consumption  help.  It  simply  provides  more  for  others  to 
consume,  and  defers  a  realistic  approach  to  Peak  Oil. 

Unlimited  growth  is  an  intrinsic  feature  of  the  Price  System,  until  bankruptcy  or  collapse  intervenes.  So  we  are  on 
a  one-way  trip  to  the  ultimate  crisis  that  will  change 

our  economy  to  a  sustainable  one:  a  Technocracy. 

This  is  not  a  presentation  to  encourage  waste,  or  even  continuance  of  your  life  style.  It  simply  says:  there  are  no 
easy  fixes.  Peak  Oil  will  require  a  change  in  the 

system,  and  a  change  in  governance.  Nothing  less.      Walt  Fryers. 
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FTAA:  Trading  Away  Democracy 
by  Cyril  Mychalejko 

"The  Free  Trade  Area  of  the  Americas  (FTAA)  will  spread  freedom, 
liberty  and  democracy  to  all  the  peoples  of  the  Americas."  This  is  one  of 
the  many  tall  tales  free  traders  repeat  in  newspaper  interviews,  on 
television  and  radio  programs  and  at  public  debates.  But  if  someone  were  to 
ask  them  to  explain  how,  their  response  would  be  similar  to  a  deer  in 
headlights.  That's  because  it's  difficult  to  defend  a  statement  that  has  no 
factual  evidence  to  support  it.  The  FTAA  would  actually  undermine  democracy 
by  granting  transnational  corporations  the  ability  to  overturn  labor  laws 
and  environmental  regulations,  thus  stripping  countries  of  their  sovereignty 
and  citizens  of  their  rights  to  self-determination.  Here's  how. 

The  North  American  Free  Trade  Agreement  (in  a  clause  under  Chapter  1 1) 
provides  foreign  investors  the  ability  to  challenge  local,  state  and  federal 
laws  of  the  U.S.,  Canada  and  Mexico,  for  cash  compensation-taxpayer  money. 
This  is  unprecedented,  as  it  allows  corporations  to  sue  nations  for  the 
first  time  in  history.  The  FTAA  would  adopt  NAFTA's  investor  rights  and  as  a 
result  leave  3 1  more  countries  ripe  for  the  picking. 

This  has  the  potential  to  generate  an  explosive  number  of  new  cases.  A 
2002  Taxpayers  for  Common  Sense  report  said  that  in  the  U.S.  alone,  these 
investor  rights  could  cost  American  taxpayers  over  $30  billion  per  year 
under  the  FTAA. 

Just  this  summer  Canadian  mining  company  Glamis  filed  Notice  of  Intent 
that  it  will  bring  a  $50  million  claim  against  the  U.S.  for  actions  taken  by 
Califomia  to  protect  the  environment  and  indigenous  communities  from  the 
harmful  impact  of  open-pit  mining.  Its  venue:  a  closed-door  arbitration 
tribunal,  with  no  public  access  or  oversight.  California's  attorney  general 
won't  even  have  an  official  role  in  the  case.  Citizens  of  the  state  are 
forced  to  rely  on  federal  government  agencies  such  as  the  Office  of  the 
United  States  Trade  Representative  to  defend  their  laws  and  well-being.  So 
the  same  office  that  helped  push  through  the  legal  framework  that  allows 
Glamis  to  file  their  $50  million  claim  is  supposed  to  win  a  case  against 
them.  If  you  find  this  disturbing  you're  not  alone. 

The  National  Association  of  Attorneys  General  passed  a  resolution  in 
2002  denouncing  this  breach  of  legal  sanity.  The  resolution  states: 


"Foreign  investors  should  have  no  greater  rights  to  seek  financial 
compensation  than  U.S.  citizens  possess  under  the  U.S.  Constitution  or  the 
State  Constitutions.Intemational  arbitration  panels  convened  under 
international  trade  agreements  should  have  no  jurisdiction  or  authority  to 
award  financial  compensation  based  on  challenges  to  the  rulings  of  U.S., 
state  or  federal  courts." 

Furthermore,  the  U.S.  National  League  of  Cities,  the  National 
Association  of  Counties,  and  the  National  Association  of  Towns  and  Townships 
are  among  other  groups  that  sent  letters  to  lawmakers  last  year  urging  them 
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to  pass  legislation  that  protects  our  laws  and  our  citizens-both  under 
attack  by  NAFTA  and  possibly  the  FTAA. 

So,  if  the  FTAA  is  ratified,  the  democratic  process  will  be  obsolete. 
Laws  passed  by  legislators  to  protect  the  citizens  who  voted  them  in  office 
will  be  meaningless.  Or  instead,  local,  state  and  national  governments  will 
face  ridiculous  fines  that  will  force  them  to  either  settle  out  of  court 
(blackmail?)  or  pay  the  fines  determined  by  a  corporate  fiiendly  arbitration 
tribunal.  Either  way,  tax  revenues  that  are  desperately  needed  for  schools, 
hospitals  and  other  public  services  will  instead  be  awarded  to  transnational 
corporations.  These  corporations  can  then  pack  up  and  hit  the  next  country. 

It  makes  sense  that  free  trade  deals  like  the  FTAA  are  negotiated  and 
drafted  behind  closed  doors,  in  buildings  surrounded  by  a  wall  of  police. 
Civil  society  is  shut  out  because  no  one  in  their  right  mind  would 
voluntarily  forfeit  safeguards  to  their  rights  and  health. 

The  only  fireedom  extended  under  the  FTAA  would  be  to  multinational 
corporations.  They  would  be  granted  the  freedom  to  trample  over  our 
democracy,  the  freedom  to  discard  labor  laws  and  environmental  regulations, 
and  the  freedom  to  bilk  citizens  of  the  hemisphere  out  of  their  tax  money 
that  would  be  used  for  essential  public  services.  This  would  leave  the  rest 
of  us  free  to  suffer. 

Cyril  Mychalejko  (Cyril(aiFlfairtrade.org)  is  the  Media  director  of  the 
Florida  Fair  Trade  Coalition. 
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Message:  2 

Date:  Thu,  20  Nov  2003  10:36:53  -0500 

From:  "Ronald  J.  Miller"  <ronaldm@pacifier.com> 

Subject:  [Technocrats]  FW:  What  Iraq  Will  Get  Isn't  Self-Rule  -  by 

Haroon  Siddiqui  in  the  Toronto  Star 

To:  <technocrats@maillists.pacifier.com> 

Message-ID:  <NEBBKJHCEKFPCOMHGIBGMEIDDIAA.ronaldm( 

Content-Type:  text/plain;  charset="iso-8859-r' 


),pacifier.com> 


Original  Message 

From:  Richard  and  Caryl  Burnett  [mailto:richcaryl@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  November  17,  2003  12:08  AM 

To:  Wright,  George  A.;  Ronald  J.  Miller 

Subject:  What  Iraq  Will  Get  Isn't  Self-Rule  -  by  Haroon  Siddiqui  in  the 

Toronto  Star 
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Published  on  Sunday,  November  16,  2003  by  the  Toronto  Star 
What  Iraq  Will  Get  Isn't  Self-Rule 
by  Haroon  Siddiqui 

It  was  because  of  our  deep  belief  as  Canadians  in  the 
values  of  multilateralism  and  the  United  Nations  that  we  did  not  go  to  war 
in  Iraq. 

-  Jean  Chretien,  to  a  standing  ovation  during  his  farewell 
speech  at  the  Liberal  convention  in  Toronto. 

The  Prime  Minister  can't  say  it,  but  more  than 
unilateralism,  it  was  dishonesty  that  doomed  George  W.  Bush's  war  on  Iraq 
and  soured  much  of  the  world  on  America. 

Incompetence  -  exacerbated  by  imperial  arrogance  and 
cultural  ignorance  -  turned  the  occupation  into  a  nightmare. 

Now,  all  those  traits  are  in  play  in  the  American  plan  to 
ostensibly  turn  Iraq  over  to  the  Iraqis. 

The  decision  to  hasten  self-rule  has  little  to  do  with 
installing  real  democracy.  That's  the  patina  the  president  needs  to  cover 
the  panic  suddenly  gripping  the  White  House. 

The  insurgency  in  Iraq  is  growing  in  intensity  and 
expanding  in  geography.  It  will  get  much  worse,  according  to  a  bleak 
assessment  just  offered  by  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

More  than  the  terrorism  of  Baathist  "remnants"  and 
"bitter-enders,"  or  even  "the  200  or  so  foreign  terrorists"  that  the 
administration  has  been  harping  about  dismissively  amid  its  happy  talk  of 
progress  in  Iraq,  the  CIA  says  a  full-scale  insurgency  is  underway,  with  a 
majority  of  Iraqis  opposing  the  occupation. 

Meanwhile,  the  clock  is  ticking  toward  next  year's 
presidential  election. 

Rather  than  lurching  from  crisis  to  crisis,  as  he  has  for 
six  months.  Bush  needs  an  exit  strategy,  fast.  We  are  seeing  the  outlines  of 
one:  Cut  and  run,  albeit  over  an  extended  period. 

It  has  both  a  military  and  a  political  component. 

The  army  is  already  striking  hard  at  suspected  pockets  of 
resistance. 

Iraqi  human  cannon  fodder  will  be  rushed  in  to  minimize 
American  body  bags  now  and  reduce  the  number  of  American  troops  by  next 
summer. 
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There  will  be  a  partial  devolution  of  political  power,  in 
a  bid  to  persuade  Iraqis  that  they  are  ruled  not  by  a  foreign  power  but  by 
their  own  leaders. 

Both  stratagems  constitute  major  reversals  of  policy. 

Post-war,  America  couldn't  disband  the  Iraqi  army  fast 
enough.  Now,  chief  U.S.  administrator  Paul  Bremer  can't  reconstitute  it 
quickly  enough  for  the  White  House. 

He  has  already  twice  shortened  the  minimal  training  of 
police  and  military  recruits. 

Crunching  it  further  can  only  confirm  the  long-simmering 
suspicion  that  what  America  wants  is  not  a  real  Iraqi  army,  lest  it  pose  a 
future  threat  to  American  interests  in  the  region,  but  rather  security 
guards,  policemen,  intelligence  agents  and  advance  foot  soldiers. 

This  is  a  tried  and  true  colonial  formula  -  in  fact,  a 
dead-ringer  for  what  the  British  did  in  Iraq  when  faced  with  an  insurgency 
after  their  post-Ottoman  takeover  in  1917. 

Of  the  2,000  soldiers  who  died  crushing  that  Iraqi 
rebellion  along  the  Euphrates,  about  1,550  were  recruits  from  British  India. 

On  the  political  front,  Bremer's  job  had  been  to  slow  down 
self-rule,  lest  the  dreaded  majority  Shiites  take  over. 


control. 


Now,  it  is  to  speed  up  the  process  -  without  losing 


This  is  only  the  latest  twist  in  a  game  plan  gone  awry. 

The  Pentagon  had  flown  in  its  favorite  puppet,  the 
discredited  exile  Ahmad  Chalabi,  behind  the  advancing  American  troops  in 
hopes  of  installing  him  as  the  new  ruler,  much  like  the  British  did  back  in 
1921  with  Prince  Faisal.  But  the  Shiites  and  Kurds  balked. 

That  triggered  Plan  B  -  a  15-member  governing  council, 
genuinely  representative  of  Iraq's  religious,  ethnic  and  tribal  interests, 
but  bereft  of  power. 

When  even  these  handpicked  members  started  accusing  Bremer 
of  neither  fixing  the  security  situation  nor  making  any  democratic  progress, 
skepticism  among  Iraqis  skyrocketed. 

The  Americans  responded  with  accusations  that  the  council 
members  were  "not  doing  their  jobs,"  as  Congressman  Richard  Lugar  said  last 
week. 
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The  council  does  not  know  what  its  job  is,  replied  Massoud 
Barzani,  the  seasoned  Kurdish  leader. 

Mutual  recrimination  will  no  doubt  recede  under  the  new 
presidential  directive  for  speeded-up  self-rule.  But  not  for  long. 

There  is  no  coherent  plan  yet  whether  a  constitutional 
assembly  would  be  elected,  as  the  Shiites  want,  or  nominated. 

Whether  a  constitution  would  precede  or  follow  a  general 
election.  Whether  there  would  be  a  genuine  election  at  all,  as  opposed  to  a 
manipulated  process  to  install  Chalabi  or  some  other  quisling. 

And,  most  crucially,  how  much  power  the  new  government 
would  have,  including  the  freedom  to  reverse  the  economic  policies  of 
privatization  and  pillage  already  underway  for  the  benefit  of  American 
corporations,  and  the  democratic  right  to  go  against  American  geopolitical 
interests. 

Notwithstanding  Bush's  lectures  on  democracy,  only  the 
naive  would  continue  to  believe  that  America  wants  anything  other  than  a 
satellite  state. 

The  only  change  toward  that  overall  goal  is  the  gradual 
reduction  of  the  American  footprint  in  Iraq,  with  an  increase  in  remote 
control  from  Washington. 

Pity  the  poor  Iraqis. 

Haroon  Siddiqui  is  the  Star's  editorial  page  editor 


emeritus. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Don  Fryers"  <don_fryers@shaw.ca> 

To:  "Uncle  Walt"  <wfryers@ecn.ab.ca> 

Sent:  Sunday,  September  28,  2003  11 : 33  AM 

Subject:  Long  distance  telephone  costs 

Hi  Uncle  Walt, 

Dad  told  me  that  you  two  were  back  in  Edmonton  now.  A  bit  early  for  you  isn't  it?  I  envy  you  in  that  there  is  no 
time  limit  on  how  long  your  stay  at  the  lake  can  be.  It's  so  nice  in  the  fall.  I  haven't  experienced  the  early  spring 
but  it  is  probably  very  nice. 

By  now  you  have  probably  received  an  unusually  high  long  distance  telephone  bill.  I'd  like  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  thank  you  for  paying  for  it.  Just  kidding  © 

Please  let  me  know  how  much  we  owe  you  and  we'll  forward  it  to  you  in  Edmonton  by  a  slow  boat  routed  through 
the  South  China  Sea.  We'll  also  send  some  money  for  our  stay  there. 

All  our  best  to  you  both, 

Don  &  Cheryl 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  <technocrats-request@maillists.pacifier.com> 

To:  <technocrats@maillists.  pacifier.  com> 

Sent:  Thursday,  November  20,  2003  1 1 :36  AM 

Subject:  Technocrats  Digest,  Vol  8,  Issue  63 

Send  Technocrats  mailing  list  submissions  to 
technocrats@maillists.pacifier.com 

To  subscribe  or  unsubscribe  via  the  World  Wide  Web,  visit 
http://mailman.pacifier.net/mailman/listinfo/technocrats 
or,  via  email,  send  a  message  with  subject  or  body  'help'  to 
technocrats-request@maillists.pacifier.com 

You  can  reach  the  person  managing  the  list  at 
technocrats-owner(g),maillists.pacifier.com 

When  replying,  please  edit  your  Subject  line  so  it  is  more  specific 
than  "Re:  Contents  of  Technocrats  digest..." 


Today's  Topics: 

1.  FW:  FTAA:  Trading  Away  Democracy  -  by  Cyril  Mychalejko  in 
CommonDreams.org  (Ronald  J.  Miller) 

2.  FW:  What  Iraq  Will  Get  Isn't  Self-Rule  -  by  Haroon  Siddiqui 
in  the  Toronto  Star  (Ronald  J.  Miller) 


Message:  1 

Date:  Thu,  20  Nov  2003  10:37:02  -0500 

From:  "Ronald  J.  Miller"  <ronaldm(g),pacifier.com> 

Subject:  [Technocrats]  FW:  FTAA:  Trading  Away  Democracy  -  by  Cyril 

Mychalejko  in  CommonDreams.org 

To:  <technocrats@maillists.pacifier.com> 

Message-ID:  <NEBBKJHCEKFPCOMHGIBGOEIDDIAA.ronaldm@pacifier.com> 

Content-Type:  text/plain;  charset="iso-8859-l" 


Original  Message 

From:  Richard  and  Caryl  Burnett  [mailto:richcaryl@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Monday,  November  17,  2003  12:56  AM 

To:  Wright,  George  A.;  Ronald  J.  Miller 

Subject:  FTAA:  Trading  Away  Democracy  -  by  Cyril  Mychalejko  in 

CommonDreams.org 


Published  on  Sunday,  November  16, 2003  by  CommonDreams.org 
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Date:  Thu,  29  Mar  2001  18:15:14  -0800 
From:  Jacqueline  Scott  <jqs@pond.net> 
To:  Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca>, 

"Donald  F.  MacDonald"  <nodcam@hotmail . com> 
Subject:  [Fwd:  [RunningOnEmpty]  Re:  Web  Site  Hosting  and  FTAA.] 

Okay  Canadians. 

Jacqueline  down  here 

[  Part  2:  "Included  Message"  ] 

Date:  Thu,  29  Mar  2001  01:34:26  -0000 

From:  kdavies@igc.org 

Reply-To :  RunningOnEmpty@yahoogroups . com 

To :  RunningOnEmpty@yahoogroups . com 

Subject:  [RunningOnEmpty]  Re:  Web  Site  Hosting  and  FTAA 

In  RunningOnEmptygy. . . ,  "Rick  P"  <rikp_2001@y . . . >  wrote: 

>  Here's  some  exciting  info  on  the  FT7\A  and  the  "Next  International  Day 

>  of  Action." 

>  There's  an  opportunity  here.  If  not  for  us  "Energy  Crisis"  activists 

>  to  get-the-word-out  in  Quebec,  but  possibly,  for  us  to  get  the  "word" 

>  moving  through  FTAA  activists. 

Thanks  for  sending  those  links.   There  is  an  opportunity  here  to  get 
the  word  out,  but  a  limited  one,  IMO. 

It  seems  thinking  on  the  "progressive"  left  is  dominated  by  economists 
just  as  it  is  everywhere  else  across  the  political  spectrum.   If  you 
go  to  the  cyber-mecca  of  the  left,  http://www.zmag.org,  you  won't  find 
anything  about  energy  issues.   You'll  find  little  if  anything  about 
environmental  issues.   That's  because  the  heavies  at  zmag  are  all 
economists.   Marxist  economists  of  course,  but  still  economists. 

As  a  ferinstance,  I'm  subscribed  to  the  f taa-l@lists . tao .ca  mailing 
list.   I've  sent  several  messages  on  energy  issues  to  the  list,  but 
none  have  appeared  on  the  list.   I've  asked  the  moderators  why  the 
messages  were't  published.   No  response.   I  assume  the  moderators  of 
the  list  are  economists  too. 

Karl  Davies 


Yahoo!  Groups  Sponsor  

Make  good  on  the  promise  you  made  at  graduation  to  keep 
in  touch.  Classmates.com  has  over  14  million  registered 
high  school  alumni--chances  are  you'll  find  your  friends! 
http://us.click.yahoo.com/03IJGA/DMUCAA/4ihDAA/xrOVlB/TM 


-  To  unsubscribe,  send  an  email  of  any  kind  to 
RunningOnEmpty-unsubscribe@egroups . com 


CURRENT  PURPOSES  OF  THIS  LIST 

-  Sharing  news  about  the  decline  of  fossil  fuels.  Clips  from  the  Web,  or  your  local  newspapers. 

-  Chronology:  Estimating  the  specific  timings  of  the  severe  energy  decline,  its  speed,  its  durat 

-  Effects:  Which  functions  of  society,  which  specific  industries,  institutions,  goods  and  servic 
HOW  YOUR  POSTINGS  ARE  MANAGED 

-  Your  postings  may  be  reAd  by  460  people  in  this  list,  including  the  moderators,  Fred  Walter,  L 

-  Don't  be  hurt  if  your  message  gets  deleted.  Factors  we  use  to  assess  quality  are:  fresh  releva 
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Date:  Sun,  02  Apr  2000  14:47:31  EDT 

From:  Stan  R  Bartlett  <techstan@juno. com> 

To:  roberth@snowcrest.net,  cypher @ s ympat i co . ca,  hartl24c41@aol.com, 
lomarshe@cdsnet.net,  DDlCameron@aol.com,  Stevehixman@aol.com, 
wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca,  hdiemertSucalgary . ca, 
PWCordsmeyer@webtv.net,  ronaldm@pacifier.com,  twm981@aol.com 

Subject:  UP  DATE! 

roberth, your  message  acknowledged  and  the  following  is  offered  for 

whatever  purpose  it  may  afford! 

On  a  visit  to  my  "Home  Town"  , (  Windsor  Ontario)  territory  back  on  or 

around  1970.  it 

was  a  delight  to  find  our  original  members  functioning  with  the  sole 

purpose  to  establish  some  sanity  to  the  out-moded  operation. 

By  co-incidence, William  Sheridan  (  and  if  memory  is  correct)  spoke  to  a 
group  of  students  at  the  Assumption  College  and  ,also  did  a  program  on 
the  radio  promoting  the  Technocracy  design  concept.  It  was  at  that  time 
contact  was  first  established  with  Mr  Sheridan  and  much  excitement 
developed.  Mr  Sherdian  won  praise  as  to  his  ability  and  his  manner  in 
presenting  "this  important  message"  to  a  vast  audience  with  the  city  of 
Detroit  just  across  the  river 

Subsequently,  Mr  Sherdan  disappeared  from  the  scene  and  years  later 
re-appeared  with  his  new  approach,  called  "Principia  INFORMATICA' 

Sheridan  goes  on  to  say  (  this  in  an  E-Mail  to  Techstan)  that  he  found 
in  early  1970,  that  science  in  general  and  Technocracy  in  particular  had 
a  philosophical  foundation,  despite  of  the  denials  by  Howard  Scott. 
Along  with  additional  material  he  indicated   that  Howard  Scott  insisted 
that  Sheridan  learn  to  "think"  and  in  the  process  came  to  recognize 
Scott's  intellectual  limits!  and  that  he  (  Sheridan)  subsequently  moved 
far  beyond  them! 

The  above  information  is  passed  along  in  order  that  members  and 
non-members  of  Technocracy   stay  alert  as  to  the  possible  options, if  any, 
and  the  possible  interference  towards  establishing  a  sane  and   a  smooth 
transition  from  the  "Old  to  the  NEW" 

Stan  Bartlett 


S.  Daytona,  Florida,  USA 
RD8129  Technocracy  Inc. 
techs tan@j  uno . com 


YOU'RE  PAYING  TOO  MUCH  FOR  THE  INTERNET! 

Juno  now  offers  FREE  Internet  Access! 

Try  it  today  -  there's  no  risk!   For  your  FREE  software,  visit: 

http: //dl .www. juno. com/get/ tag j . 
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Date:  Wed,  22  Dec  1999  09:42:11  -0800 
From:  Doug  Knell  <dknell@home . com> 
To:  Members  <members@technocracy . org> 
Subject:  Fw:  Greetings  from  Ottawa,  Canada 

.[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 


Original  Message  

From:  William  Sheridan  <cypher@sympatico. ca> 
To:  <dknell@home.com>;  <educator@VCN.BC.CA> 
Sent:  Wednesday,  December  22,  1999  7:15  AM 
Subject:  Greetings  from  Ottawa,  Canada 


>  Doug  Knell  forwarded  me  your  e-mail  message  in  which  you  chide  him  for 

>  (apparently)  being  negative,  and  not  tallcing  to  enough  people  about  the 

>  merits  of  Technocracy. 

>  The  idea  of  talking  to  people  is  certainly  the  proper  activity  for  anyone 
in 

>  a  social  movement.   From  what  I  gather  however,  the  problem  for  Doug  is 

>  that,  over  the  years,  many  Technocrats  have  done  a  lot  of  talking  to  the 

>  public  without  generating  much  interest  in,  or  support  for  the 
Organization. 

>  What  kind  of  a  challenge  does  this  represent,  and  how  can  the  Organization 

>  present  its  message  more  effectively?   Despite  Study  Course  sessions,  and 

>  public  lectures.  Technocracy  is  still  not  featured  in  the  mass  media. 

>  I  personally  gather  a  wide  range  of  social  intelligence  through  trend 

>  tracking,  media  watching,  and  numerous  conversations.   Not  even  once  in 
the 

>  past  25  years  have  I  heard  a  single  person  talk  about  Technocracy's 

>  solutions  or  even  mention  Technocracy's  name. 

>  During  the  days  when  Political  Economy  was  being  developed  in  England 

>  (1775-1850),  the  issues  raised  by  the  likes  of  Adam  Smith  and  David 
Ricardo 

>  were  actually  the  topic  of  polite  conversation  throughout  the  country  — 
and 

>  these  guys  didn't  even  have  an  organization  promoting  their  point  of  view! 

>  The  single  most  important  characteristic  of  a  social  movement's  message 
and 

>  people,  is  persuasiveness.   The  message  has  to  be  credible,  and  the  people 

>  compelling.   Your  message  to  Doug  includes  the  sentence  "Everyone  who 
counts 

>  already  knows  all  that  crap" .   In  my  conversations  about  Technocracy,  most 

>  people  didn't  deny  the  problems  of  the  Price  System,  BUT  they  thought 

>  Technocracy's  solutions  were  worse  than  the  problem. 

>  Has  the  public  social  psychology  changed  over  the  years  since  Technocracy 

>  was  initially  presented,  so  that  a  different  style  or  emphasis  of 

>  presentation  is  now  required  to  get  and  sustain  the  attention  of  people? 

>  This  is  an  important  pragmatic  question  --  not  just  the  words  of  a 
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>  detractor.   How  can  the  Organization  be  effective  in  presenting  its 
message 

>  and  getting  public  support? 

>  If  you  know  a  more  effective  way  of  presenting  the  message,  please  share 
it 

>  with  us!   If  the  people  you  talk  to  are  listening  and  joining  the 

>  Organization  in  significant  numbers,  other  members  want  to  learn  how  you 
do 

>  it.   What  is  your  technique  of  presentation,  and  what  is  your  recruitment 

>  rate?   If  you  have  developed  an  innovative  method  to  get  around  the 
public' s 

>  reservations  about  Technocracy's  blueprint,  the  organization  owes  you  a 

>  great  deal  of  thanks. 

>  That  would,  of  course,  make  you  probably  the  single  greatest  promoter  in 

>  modern  history,  because  even  Howard  Scott,  with  all  of  his  incredible 
genius 

>  and  promotional  skills,  could  never  get  more  than  a  very  small  minority  of 

>  the  public  to  join  him,  even  in  the  midst  of  the  greatest  depression  the 

>  Price  System  had  ever  seen.   That's  why  talking  to  people  about 
Technocracy, 

>  using  the  current  mode  of  presentation,  can  sometimes  seem  a  little 
futile . 

>  Please  show  us  all  a  better  way! 

>  Thanks  and  Regards,   William  Sheridan 

>  121  Primrose  Ave,  Ottawa,  Canada  KIR  6M2 

>  Check  this  website  for  good  food  for  thought 

>  http://www3.sympatico.ca/cypher 
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Date:  Sat,  18  Dec  1999  07:39:31  -0800 
From:  Doug  Knell  <dknell@home  .  coin> 
To:  Hartl24c41@aol.com 
Cc:  members@technocracy.org 
Subject:  Re:  AUTHENTIC  RADICAL 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 


Hi  Hart.  Sorry  it  has  taken  so  long  for 
going  on  at  the  time  and  I  wanted  to  wa 
William  Sheridan  is  a  former  Technocrat 
of  Howard  Scott  during  the  60s  and  unti 
lot  of  time  with  Scott  and  was  kind  of 
an  article  in  an  old  Technocracy  Digest 
Technocracy  in  Winnipeg  and  was  recogni 
organization,  according  to  him,  volunta 
booted.  Since  neither  party  has  produce 
opinion  as  to  who  is  correct;  It  is  his 


my  reply,  but  several  things  were 
it  till  they  were  out  of  the  way. 

who,  as  he  claims  was  a  close  friend 
1  his  death.  He  apparently  spent  a 
a  confidant.  Sheridan,  according  to 
,  was  a  very  active  speaker  for 
zed  as  such.  He  left  the 
rily,  but  some  at  CHQ  said  he  was 
d  any  concrete  evidence  I  have  no 

word  against  theirs. 


Sheridan  is  a  well  educated,  thoughtful  person  who  is  currently  working  as  a 
systems  analyst  or  engineer  in  Ottawa.  I  think  he  contracts  out  to  the 
Federal  Government.  He  is  working  on  a  systems  approach  to  social  problem 
solving,  but  he  says  that  he  has  only  been  playing  with  the  concepts  for 
about  10  years  and  still  needs  more  time  to  perfect  his  plan.  He  is  still 
open  to  the  ideas  of  Technocracy's  Social  Design,  but  he  sees  some  real 
flaws  in  the  organization  and  the  Design  which  could  stand  re-examination 
and  improvement.  He,  like  many  other  old  time  Technocrats  I  have  spoken 
with,  does  not  see  much  hope  of  our  society  ever  voluntarily  accepting  such 
a  radical  change.  I  hope  this  satisfies  your  curiosity  about  him.  His  web 
page  has  a  biographical  section  which  might  answer  more  of  your  questions. 


Doug  Knell 

Nanaimo  BC 

12349-1  Technocracy  Inc. 

dknell@home . com 


Original  Message  

From:  <Hartl24c41@aol . com> 

To:  <dknell@home. com>;  <chq@technocracy .org> 

Cc:  <members@technocracy .org> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  November  24,  1999  8:17  PM 

Subject:  Re:  AUTHENTIC  RADICAL 


>  Doug; 

>  Many  thanks  for  sharing  the  article  about  Howard  Scott  by  William 
Sheridan. 

>  Who  is  Sheridan  and  where  did  you  find  it?   Hart 
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Date:  Sat,  18  Dec  1999  09:20:55  -0800 

From:  Doug  Knell  <dknell@home . com> 

To:  William  Sheridan  <cypher@sympatico. ca> 

Cc:  members@technocracy.org 

Subject:  Re:  Additional  thoughts 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

Hi  Bill.  Well  finals  are  over  and  I  now  have  some  time  to  reflect  on  some  of 
the  things  you  have  said.  I  chose  this  message  to  respond  to  because  I  think 
that  you  make  several  good  points.  I  am  in  total  agreement  with  you  when  you 
say  that  the  price  system  is  only  part  of  the  problem.  I  do  think,  however, 
that  there  is  a  growing  acceptance  of  the  need  for  drastic  social  change 
within  our  society  at  the  most  basic  level.  There  is  a  growing  number  of 
people  who,  like  me,  believe  that  this  planet  will  only  give  us  about  fifty 
more  years  to  turn  things  around,  and  then  it  will  begin  to  shut  us  down. 
Our  quality  of  life  has  already  deteriorated  significantly  over  the  last 
thirty  years  and  I  don't  see  anything  on  the  horizon  which  could  make  a 
significant  difference  to  the  future. 


Speaking  about  human  behaviour,  I  believe 
people  do  not  want  to  be  bothered  with  the 
properly,  but  rather,  that  human  beings  do 
accurately  determine  the  effects  of  their 
it  comes  to  any  action  we  might  take  we  ar 
consequences,  therefore,  the  safest  option 
interesting  to  note  how  easily  we  accept  r 
in  a  form  which  appears  beneficial.  We  rea 
a  downside  to  almost  any  seemingly  benefic 
with  you  that  the  definition  of  a  problem 
also  feel  that  it  is  important,  when  talki 
information  be  packaged  appropriately. 


that  the  prob 

time  and  eff 

not  have  the 

own  actions. 

e  not  able  to 

is  to  resist 

adical  change 

lly  appear  to 

ial  change.  S 

is  important 

ng  about  soci 


lem  is  not  that 
ort  of  doing  things 

ability  to 
In  other  words,  when 
envision  its 
change.  It  is  also 
if  it  comes  packaged 
forget  that  there  is 
o,  while  agreeing 
to  its  solution,  I 
al  change,  that  the 


My  problem  was  not  that  I  was  resistant  to  social  change,  but  that  I  did  not 
know  that  social  change  of  the  magnitude  necessary  to  turn  our  world  around 
was  even  possible.  I  was  appalled  at  the  wanton  destruction  of  the  price 
system,  and  I  was  disillusioned  about  our  hopes  of  turning  things  around. 
Technocracy's  analysis  and  assessment  of  the  nature  of  our  social  problems, 
and  its  proposed  design  gave  me  hope  that  the  world  will  not  cease  to  exist 
as  we  know  it  in  my  grandchildren's  lifetime. 

When  I  discovered  Technocracy  Inc.,  I  found  an  organization  which  was 
paralyzed  by  the  lack  of  a  charismatic  leader.  They  are  in  a  holding  pattern 
and  most  of  the  membership  is  dying  quickly.  (In  the  last  year  at  least 
three  or  four  significant  members  have  died  and  most  of  the  members  I  have 
met  are  older  than  85) .  I  understand  that  Howard  Scott  was  the  prime  mover 
of  the  organization  and  that  he  was  not  only  a  genius,  but  extremely 
charismatic.  I,  unfortunately,  never  knew  him,  so  I  have  no  poignant 
memories  of  the  way  things  were  in  the  old  days.  I  find  the  stories  of  the 
old  days  fascinating,  and  as  a  student  of  history  I  think  that  the  history 
of  the  organization  deserves  the  same  recognition  as  the  other  social 
improvement  movements  of  the  20s  and  30s.  What  differentiates  Technocracy 
from  the  CCF  or  Social  Credit,  is  the  fact  that  it  has  survived  intact  for 
almost  seventy  years  and  still  has  a  program  which  addresses  many  of  the 
major  concerns  of  post-modern  society.  In  essence,  the  genius  of  Howard 
Scott  over  J.  S.  Woodsworth,  Tommy  Douglas  or  Earnest  Manning  was  that  he 
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addressed  the  social  problems  of  his  day  with  a  well-designed  solution  and 
formed  an  organization  which  would  ensure  that  his  ideas  survived  his  own 
demise . 


I  really  think  that  part  of  the  reason  there  is  so  little  support  for  the 
ideas  postulated  by  Technocracy  today  has  more  to  do  with  the  ignorance  of 
the  general  population  of  those  ideas,  than  of  any  animosity  towards  change. 
How,  after  all,  will  we  accurately  assess  the  public  sentiment  if  they  are 
unaware  of  the  facts  as  Technocracy  presents  them.  I  am  also  aware,  as  you 
have  stated,  that  much  of  the  research  of  the  Technical  Alliance  needs  to  be 
brought  up  to  date.  It  is  important  for  us  to  realize  that  Technocracy's 
analysis  of  conditions  during  the  30s  and  40s  was  accurate.  The  displacement 
of  labour  brought  on  by  the  implementation  of  technology  is  a  characteristic 
of  industrialization,  and  that  needs  to  be  said.  Many  people  outside  of 
Technocracy  agree  with  that  idea  and,  furthermore,  also  disagree  that 
technological  change  creates  more  jobs  than  it  displaces.  The  only  people 
who  really  believe  that  any  more  are  politicians.  The  problems  of  the 
distribution  of  abundance  still  exist  in  an  even  more  extreme  form  than  they 
did  in  the  depression.  Our  financial  house  of  cards,  both  personal  and 
governmental,  is  supported  only  by  people's  belief  in  the  price  system,  and 
even  that  seems  to  be  wavering.  I  am  sure  you  will  agree.  Bill,  that  there 
are  myths  which  enable  society  to  continue  in  this  way.  Technocracy,  thanks 
to  Howard  Scott,  is  in  a  unique  position  to  uncover  this  foolishness  and  to 
show  the  reality  of  how  our  system  really  works  and  the  nature  of  the 
fallacies  which  support  its  continued  existence. 

Yes,  I  agree  that  I  am  applying  my  own  biases  on  the  situation;  so  what?  I 
am  sick  and  tired  of  being  forced  to  live  like  this  in  a  society  which 
allows  a  few  to  have  way  more  than  they  need.  I  guess  I  am  imposing  my  own 
beliefs  here,  but  all  social  change  rises  and  falls  on  people's  beliefs.  If 
those  beliefs  are  based  upon  the  most  accurate  assessment  of  the  situation 
possible,  then  they  might  be  able  to  design  a  solution  which  actually  works. 
The  solution  for  Technocracy,  as  I  see  it,  is  to  go  back  to  the  methodology 
which  made  it  a  popular  movement  in  the  first  place.  As  I  understand  it, 
Howard  Scott  was  not  only  chief  engineer  of  the  design,  but  also  its  chief 
evangelist.  I  have  been  told  that  he  really  knew  how  to  stir  up  a  crowd.  He 
appealed  to  people  at  an  emotional  level.  Scott  obviously  knew  that  in  order 
to  bring  people  to  the  point  of  action  you  needed  to  satisfy  them  both 
intellectually  and  emotionally.  My  point  is,  that  the  price  system  knows  how 
to  work  this  program  and  that  is  why  the  system  is  not  even  questioned 
seriously  today.  I  suppose  you  have  noticed  that  in  all  the  proposals  put 
forward  by  environmentalists  and  social  change  activists,  no  one  even  thinks 
to  question  the  price  system.  What  makes,  and  has  made  in  the  past. 
Technocracy  so  dangerous  is  that  it  does  question  the  system  upon  which  so 
many  of  our  wealthy  citizens  retain  their  prestige  and  affluence. 

I  see  our  task  in  the  21st  century  as  one  of  effective  evangelization,  I 
make  no  apology  for  this.  We  must  get  our  collective  heads  out  of  our  asses 
and  begin  to  reach  people.  The  dry,  quasi-scientific,  approach  must  go.  It 
is  time  that  all  of  the  disparate  groups  vying  for  social  change  begin  to 
realize  that  they  are  dealing  with  the  price  system  and  not  government  or 
big  business  in  some  kind  of  a  vacuum.  Our  First  Nations  people,  for 
example,  will  continue  to  be  frustrated  by  their  land  claims  negotiations  as 
long  as  they  do  not  realize  the  magnitude  of  the  social  restructuring  they 
are  demanding.  Environmentalists  and  anti-poverty  activists  need  to 
understand  what  they  are  really  dealing  with.  If  we  can  mobilize  ourselves 
effectively  I  think  Technocracy  has  a  good  chance  of  really  making  a 
difference.  I  also  realize  that  I  can  not  predict  the  consequences  of  my 
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actions  either,  and  so  run  the  risk  tha 
nothing  or  worse,  a  disaster.  I  underst 
and  just  watch  things  fall  apart  on  the 
with  a  purpose,  or  at  least  that  I  acqu 
and  that  my  energy  is  best  expended  wor 
systems  design  on  which  you  are  working 
take  place  more  easily  in  the  future.  I 
that  you  will  keep  us  in  mind  when  you 
sort  of  world  we  will  be  living  in  when 
program. 


t  my  good  intentions  will  produce 
and  that,  however  I  can  not  stand  by 
ir  own  accord.  I  believe  I  was  born 
ired  one  in  the  course  of  my  life, 
king  toward  a  better  world.  The 
will  perhaps  enable  social  change  to 
wish  you  luck  with  it,  and  I  hope 
complete  your  work.  Who  knows  what 
you  are  ready  to  implement  your 


Doug  Knell 

Nanaimo  BC 

12349-1  Technocracy  Inc. 

dknell@home . com 


Original  Message  

From:  William  Sheridan  <cypher@sympatico. ca> 
To:  Doug  Knell  <dknell@home . com> 
Sent:  Sunday,  December  05,  1999  8:28  PM 
Subject:  RE:  Additional  thoughts 


>  Time  for  a  frank  discussion 


>  Anyone  (including  yourself)  who  thinks  that  the  world's  problems  are 
caused 

>  by  the  North  American  Price  System,  is  COMPLETELY  WRONG!   The  Price  System 

>  IS  part  of  the  problem,  but  it  is  NOT  the  cause  of  the  problem. 

>  So,  what  IS  the  problem  (and  its  cause)?   Plato  and  Jesus  said  the  problem 

>  was  human  character.   Marx  and  Scott  said  the  problem  was  human  society. 

>  When  you  think  about  it,  this  is  the  same  answer,  but  just  with  a 
different 

>  emphasis.   One  answer  focuses  on  bad  habits,  the  other  on  foolish 
folkways . 

>  The  problem  is  that  most  people  don't  want  to  be  bothered  with  the  time 
and 

>  effort  of  doing  things  properly,  and  they  resist  being  forced  to  do  so  by 

>  others.   Howard  Scott  was  fond  of  saying  that  "If  you  give  people  a  choice 

>  they  will  always  make  the  wrong  one". 

>  By  profession,  I  am  a  Systems  Analyst,  Knowledge  Manager,  and  Policy 

>  Analyst.   And  I  am  very,  very  good  at  what  I  do.   Now,  in  the  practice  of 

>  all  three  of  the  above  specialties,  the  source  of  major  problems  is  ALWAYS 

>  the  same.   The  problem  comes  from  misperceiving  and  mis-defining  the 
problem 

>  in  the  first  place.   Technically  this  is  known  as  "framing  the  problem". 

>  am  sure  you  are  familiar  with  the  saying  that  "A  problem  properly  defined 
is 

>  more  than  half  way  solved".   The  contra-positive  way  of  expressing  this 
is, 

>  "A  problem  improperly  defined  can  never  be  solved". 
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>  There  is  no  such  thing  as  an  "objective"  definition  of  a  problem.   The 
idea 

>  that  there  IS  an  "objective"  definition  of  social  problems,  is  part  of  the 

>  modern  myth  of  objectivity.   Any  situation  that  is  defined 
"problematically" 

>  requires  for  that  process  (you  guessed  it),  a  definer.   Defining  anything 

>  amounts  to  an  implicit  projection  of  the  definer 's  values  on  that 
situation. 

>  No  matter  what  the  facts  are,  whether  or  not  it  is  "worthwhile"  to  attempt 

>  to  do  anything  about  the  situation,  depends  upon  what  the  person  values 

>  (thinks  is  "worth"  the  effort  of  action) . 


>  If  all  of  th 

>  serious  delu 
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is  doesn't  seem  "credible"  to  you,  you  are  suffering  from  a 
sional  perspective.   No  facts,  by  themselves,  ever  determine 

ople.   If  you  jump  out  of  the  way  to  avoid  a  car,  you  still 
ife  enough  to  do  it  --  and  one  way  of  committing  suicide  is 

is  lesson  can  be  generalized  to  everyone  in  every  situation, 
gree  that  saving  our  skins  is  worthwhile  --  but  beyond  that, 

easingly  hard  to  get  agreement  on  the  kinds  of  things  social 
revolutionaries  want  to  do.   No  matter  how  ideal  the  solution 

em  seems,  if  those  affected  won't  accept  it,  what  recourse  do 
have?   Neither  Christians,  Marxists,  nor  Technocrats  can 

red  solutions,  nor  can  they  persuade  most  others  to  adopt  them 


>  Instead,  Christians,  Marxists,  and  Technocrats  (amongst  others)  spend 
their 

>  time  (1)  preaching  to  the  converted;  and  (2)  catastrophyzing  over  the 

>  intransigence  of  the  public.   O.K.,  if  that's  how  you  want  to  spend  your 

>  time,  well,  it's  your  time!   But  I  am  currently  working  on  how  to  make  the 

>  world  a  better  place  --  just  a  little  here  and  there,  but  still  with  more 

>  success  than  those  who  are  holding  out  for  the  revolution  (or  the  Second 

>  Coming) .   If  you  think  there  is  a  better  way,  show  me  your  business  plan. 

>  What  concrete  action  will  you  take,  how  much  effort  is  involved,  how  long 

>  will  it  take?   If  you  are  just  going  on  a  hope  and  a  prayer,  you  are 
joining 

>  a  cult.   When  I  see  evidence  of  widespread  support  for  a  social  movement 

>  that  will  solve  our  problems,  you  can  bet  that  I  will  be  in  the  forefront. 

>  But  if  Howard  Scott,  with  all  his  brains  and  charisma,  couldn't  persuade 

>  most  people  about  the  merits  of  Technocracy  in  the  midst  of  the  greatest 

>  depression  North  TVmerica  had  ever  seen,  how  could  I  (for  instance)  do  much 

>  to  change  the  public's  mind  now? 

>  The  reason  Technocracy  isn't  on  the  front  page  now,  is  that  most  people 

>  don't  want  it  (or  that  type  of  solution).   They  aren't  brainwashed!   They 

>  are  just  stupid.   AND,  stupidity  is  not  a  congenital  condition.   Stupidity 

>  is  "the  learned  corruption  of  learning".   Most  people  learn  one  approach, 

>  and  then  stick  with  it.   They  become  habituated,  and  resist 

>  life-long-learning,  even  when  they  suspect  this  behaviour  is 
self-defeating. 

>  I  don't  see  any  evidence  that  you  or  I  can  change  that.   So  the  only 
answer 

>  is  to  settle  for  partial  solutions  to  partial  problems.   This  is  not  my 
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>  preferred  outcome.   But  if  you  can  figure  out  a  way  to  manage  faster,  more 

>  widespread,  more  effective  social  change,  please  tell  me  (and  everyone 
else) 

>  how  to  do  it!   And  I  don't  mean  in  theory.   Remember:   In  theory,  practice 

>  and  theory  agree.   In  practice,  they  don't. 

>  I  am  looking  at  the  human  global  prospects  from  a  historical  and 
ecological 

>  perspective.   What  is  the  most  important  characteristic  of  an  effective 

>  social  analyst?   It's  not  knowledge  or  intelligence!   It's  good  sense. 
What 

>  are  the  constants  and  what  are  the  variables  in  the  human  condition?   You 

>  need  a  realistic  and  unsentimental  view  of  where  leverage  for  change 

>  actually  exists.   When  anyone  claims  there  are  technical  solutions  to 
social 

>  problems,  you  can  recognize  a  lack  of  good  sense!   The  problem  is 
individual 

>  and  collective  gullibility!   When  I  was  down  at  CHQ  in  Pennsylvania  in  the 

>  late  1960s,  one  Technocrat  asked  Scott  if  he  wanted  to  live  to  be  100 

>  (because  Scott  had  said  that  humans  had  the  biological  capacity  to  live  to 

>  as  much  as  120) .   He  said,  "No,  there  are  too  many  fools  around!"   He 
meant 

>  it.   By  then  he  had  come  to  recognize  that  the  Price  System  wouldn't 

>  collapse,  and  the  prospects  for  Technocracy  were  slim.   He  was  defiant  as 

>  ever,  but  also  quite  disillusioned.   One  of  the  things  that  annoyed  him 
the 

>  most,  was  that  people  often  told  him  they  admired  him  personally,  but  just 

>  didn't  "buy"  Technocracy.   But  in  all  likelihood  the  very  appeal  of 

>  Technocracy  was  premised  on  Scott's  extra-ordinary  persona. 

>  Have  you  heard  of  anyone  with  the  capability  and  willingness  to  update  the 

>  blueprint  to  accommodate  the  technical  and  social  changes  that  have 
occurred 

>  since  1934?   What  do  you  think  the  "Technocracy  solution"  would  be  if  a 

>  country  ever  adopted  the  blueprint?   It  would  be  Marshall  Law,  a  police 

>  state,  massive  relocation,  guerilla  warfare,  massive  resistance,  etc. 
Under 

>  Technocracy  no  one  could  own  a  house,  car,  or  any  other  form  of  capital 

>  goods.   Where  people  would  live  and  work,  would  be  assigned.   When  they 

>  worked  (what  shift  during  the  24  hour  day) ,  would  be  assigned.   This  would 

>  be  a  REAL  revolutionary  solution,  and  it  would  not  tolerate  slackers. 

>  Anyone  who  resisted  would  be  either  invited  to  leave  the  Continent,  or  be 

>  drafted  and  forced  to  conform.   Anyone  who  wanted  to  lead  in  this  process 

>  could  accurately  be  described  as  a  "closet  authoritarian".   Anyone  who 
would 

>  accept  these  terms  would  have  to  be  a  dedicated  follower. 

>  There  is  no  one  solution  to  social  problems.   We  must  do  our  best  in  our 

>  various  locations.   Think  globally,  act  locally,  plan  modestly.   This  does 

>  not  personally  discourage  me!   I  have  achieved  a  great  deal,  and  will  be 

>  accomplishing  even  more  in  the  years  ahead.   I  want  to  develop  a 
methodology 

>  for  social  design  for  open  societies.    Remember  that  it  took  Howard  Scott 

>  20  years  of  research  and  design  to  produce  Technocracy.   Since  my 
discovery 

>  of  the  Laws  of  Informatics,  I  have  been  engaged  in  my  project  for  only  10 

>  years  so  far.   So  if  a  genius  like  Scott  had  to  take  20  years,  then  I  can 

>  legitimately  request  a  similar  timeframe.   Also  remember,  social  design  is 

>  based  on  Informatics,  NOT  Thermodynamics.   If  the  problem  is  human  culture 

>  (the  learned  part  of  the  environment),  then  we  need  a  design  methodology 

>  based  on  Information  Science.   Have  you  checked  out  my  manuscript 
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>  Signage"  on  my  website? 

>  Thanks  and  Regards,   William  Sheridan 

>  121  Primrose  Ave,  Ottawa,  Canada  KIR  6M2 

>  Check  this  website  for  good  food  for  thought 

>  http://www3.sympatico.ca/cypher 


,  C^. 
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Date:  Tue,  9  Oct  2001  16:03:05  EDT 

From:  STEVEHUMAN@aol.com 

To:  JOE  DORSET  Joe  Dorsey  <jhdorsey@earthlink.net>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@pacif ier . com>, 

NON  TECHNOCRATS  <ronalcim@pacif  ier  .  com>,  STEVEHUMAN@aol.com, 

CHQlll@aol.com,  Roger  <cknow@sirius . com>, 

Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab. ca>, 

Pam  <technocratl@juno.com>, 

"holiday@technocracysf.org"  <holiday@technocracysf .org>, 

Victor  Baun  Canada  <dbaun@sk. sympatico . ca>, 

PAUL  CORDSMEYER  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv.net>,  Hartl24c41@aol.com, 

"hdiemert@ucalgary . ca"  <hdiemert@ucalgary . ca>, 

Steve  Bottomley  <citizen@vcn.bc. ca>,  DDlCameron@aol.com, 

"trent@gnurd.portland.or.us"  < t rent @gnurd. port land. or .us >, 

george2  wright  <tech-mag@ juno . com>, 

H0W7\RD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv.net>, 

Matthew  <elndryaunda@earthlink.net>, 

xxBetty  Langone  <blangone@ juno. com>, 

xxxbette  hiebert  <bette_hiebert@telus .net>, 

CAROL  Seaton  SEATON  <cswriter@ juno. com>,  Mkm3169@aol.com, 

LLwnick22@aol.com,  HOWARD  RUSSING  <hrmonad@webtv.net>, 

Caryl  &  Richard  Burnett  <richcary@ipa.net> 
Subject:  (no  subject) 


Correct,  John,  but  questionable.  Technocracy  was  introduced  at  a  time  when 
our  stock  of  raw  materials  was  far  more  abundant  than  it  is  now,  and  the 
population  of  the  U.  S.  alone  was  less  than  half  of  its  present  numbers. 
Since  then  we  have  blown  up  and  flat-out  wasted  much  of  those  resources  and 
continue  to  do  so  to  maintain  our  precious  price  system. 

Much  of  our  material  affluence  now  is  utterly  dependent  on  foreign 
sources,  hence  our  trampling  over  other  nations  in  our  relentless  quest  for 
financial  expansion  and  to  satisfy  our  media-induces  gluttony.  The  clever 
northern  Europeans  started  it  all  some  400  years  ago,  plundering  their  way 
across  this  continent,  driven  by  price  system  demands  for  more,  more,  more. 
Now  we've  played  it  out  and  must  savage  the  rest  of  the  world.  And  we're  not 
the  only  ones  in  this  boat.  There  is  not  a  single  industrialized  nation  on 
earth  that  is  self-sufficient. 

Could  we  be  self-sufficient?  Yes,  if  we  adopted  Technocracy's  design, 
using  available  technology,  resources,  and  energy  as  the  basis  for  economics 
-  living  within  our  physical  means,  in  other  words.  Will  we?  More  to  the 
point,  will  we  do  it  in  time?  I  have  my  doubts. 
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Date:  Fri,  12  Oct  2001  08:12:10  -0700 

From:  "Johnny  Holiday/ John  A.  Taube"  <technocrat@technocracysf .org> 

To:  JOE  DORSET  Joe  Dorsey  <jhdorsey@earthlink.net>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@pacif ier . com>, 

NON  TECHNOCRATS  <ronaldm@pacif ier . com>, 

"STEVEHUMAN@aol.com"  <STEVEHUMAN@aol . com>,  CHQ  <chqlll@aol . com>, 

Roger  <cknow@sirius . com>,  Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@freenet . edmonton. ab. ca>, 

Pam  <technocratl@ juno. com>, 

"holiday@technocracysf.org"  <holiday@technocracysf .org>, 

Victor  Baun  Canada  <dbaun@sk. sympatico. ca>, 

PAUL  CORDSMEYER  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv.net>, 

Leslie  Nicholson  <llwnick@aol . com>, 

"hartl24c41@aol.com"  <hartl24c41@aol . com>, 

"hdiemert@ucalgary . ca"  <hdiemert@ucalgary . ca>, 

Steve  Bottomley  <citizen@vcn.bc . ca>, 

"DDlCameron@aol . com"  <DDlCameron@aol . com>, 

"trent@gnurd. port land. or .us"  < t rent @gnurd. port land. or .us>, 

george2  wright  <tech-mag@juno.com>, 

HOWARD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv.net>, 

Matthew  <elndryaunda@earthlink.net>, 

xxBetty  Langone  <blangone@ juno . com>, 

xxxbette  hiebert  <bette_hiebert@telus .net>, 

CAROL  Seaton  SEATON  <cswriter@ juno . com>,  MARGARET  <mkm3169@aol . com>, 

"LLwnick22@aol.com"  <LLwnick22@aol .com>, 

HOWARD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv. net>, 

HOWARD  RUSSING  <hrmonad@webtv.net>, 

xxpeggy  elements  <kenmar@paonia . com>, 

xxxbette  hiebert  <bette_hiebert@telus .net>, 

xxxEileen  <ejackley@citlink.net>,  zzCLAUDE  <carnaud@itsa.ucsf . edu>, 

zzz  ed  <mcsimon@sprintmail . com>,  zzzBARRY  <kanb@aol . com>, 

ZZZJASON  <jgursky2@yahoo.com>,  zzzKATHY  <gursky@pacbell .net>, 

zzzMARK  <mark_gursky@hotmail . com> 
Subject:  WE  LIVE  IN  A  NEW  AGE    WE  MUST  CHANGE  OLD  HABITS 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

The  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  October  11,  2001 

TOP  bin  LADEN  AIDS  TOURED  STATE 

By  Lance  Williams  and  Erin  McCormick 

CHRONICLE  STAFF  WRITERS 

Excerpts  form  Article 

'""•Two  confessed  members  of  a  Silicon  Valley  terrorst  cell  say  they 
brought  Osama  bin  Laden 's  top  aide  to  the  Bay  Area  several  years  ago  to 
raise  money  for  terror  attacks,  according  to  documents  and  interviews. 

Ayman  al-Zawahiri,  who  is  bin  Laden' s  chief  deputy  and  a  suspect  in  a 
long  list  of  terrorist  crimes  that  includes  planning  last  month's 
attacks  on  the  World  Trade  Center  and  the  Pentagon,  visited  the  United 
States  in  the  1990s  on  covert  fund-raising  trips,  the  two  men  have  told 
authorities . 

Traveling  with  a  stolen  passport  supplied  by  the  local  terrorists  and 
using  a  fake  name,  al-Zawahiri,  who  has  called  on  Muslims  to  kill 
"Americans  wherever  they  are, "  visited  mosques  in  Santa  Clara,  Stockton 
and  Sacramento  as  part  of  a   fund-raising  mission,  according  to  these 
accounts . 

Al-Zawahiri  may  have  raised  as  much  as  $500,000  in  America,  according  to 
a  Silicon  Valley  acquaintance  of  one  of  the  terrorists.  Most  of  it  wass 
donated  by  U.S.  Muslims  who  were  told  the  money  would  aid  refugees  of 
the  Afghan-Soviet  war  of  the  .  .  . '^  1= 

SINCE  SEPTEMBER  11,   2  001,  WE  HAVE  MUCH  TO  THINK  ABOUT 


In  a  scientific-technological  age  Big  Brother  is  unavoidable.  If^ys  a 
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controlling  something  in  our  lives. 

This  is  new.  When  the  Constitution  became  the  law  of  the  land,  colonists 
went  about  their  business  without  Big  Brother.  In  the  primitive  age  of 
that  time,  whatever  the  government  did,  it  had  little  effect  on  the  vast 
majority  of  colonists. 

A  few  years  back  I  did  some  research  of  the  building  restrictions  in  San 
Francisco.  When  I  wrote  on  it,  I  explained  that  I  was  using  San 
Francisco  as  an  example  for  what  was  happening  in  the  entire  Continent. 

If  my  memory  serves  me  correctly  there  was  265  pages  of  restrictions 
when  building  any  type  of  structure.  In  colonists'^Y  times,  I  suspect, 
there  was  not  one  single  restriction. 

We  now  are  hearing  much  about  a  National  Identification  Card,  an  ID 
card.  Is  it  necessary?  The  other  day  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle  had  a 
statement  made  by  President  Clinton  when  he  was  in  office.  While  I  don'^yt 
remember  the  exact  words,  the  statement  express  this  thought:  An  open 
society  is  a  society  in  which  terrorists  can  get  away  with  just  about 
anything. 

I  ask  this  question:  If  our  government  had  been  as  actively  seeking  out 
terrorists  as  it  is  today,  and  we  had  an  national  ID  card,  would  it  be 
probable  that  the  destruction  of  September  11,  2001  would  not  have 
occurred? 

The  San  Francisco  Examiner,  October  4,  2001 
PROGRESS  ON  ANTI-TERROR  BILL 

Key  members  of  Congress  have  made  significant  progress  in  getting  the 
Bush  adimistration  to  better  focus  its  anti-terrorism  legislation. 

The  original  proposal  would  have  given  federal  authorities  disturbingly 
broad,  unchecked  powers  to  monitor,  detain  and  penalize  people  deemed 
suspicious . 

In  recent  days,  legislators  and  administration  negotiators  have  agreed 
to  pare  back  some  of  the  controversial  provisions.  For  example,  they 
added  safeguards  to  the  administration'^YS  requests  for  authority  to 
indefinitely  detain  foreign  nationals  suspected  of  posing  terrorist 
threats,  seize  financial  assets  of  suspects,  conduct  property  searches 
without  notifying  suspects  and  eliminate  many  of  the  legal  constraints 
of  electronic  surveillance. 

The  compromise  version,  while  not  perfect,  comes  much  closer  to  seeking 
a  balance  between  legitimate  security  interests  and  protecting 
individual  liberties. 

One  of  the  most  important  changes  would  require  many  of  the  provisions'"  ij- 
most  significantly,  expanded  wiretap  authority  '^  ir  to  automatically  expire 
in  2003  unless  they  are  renewed  by  Congress.  This  '"=fsunset  clause'^y  will 
allow  the  nation  to  assess  whether  this  substantial  transfer  of  power  to 
law  enforcement,  approved  in  moment  of  national  trepidation,  is  being 
applied  with  appropriate  care  for  individual  rights.  These  hastily  drawn 
laws  may  need  to  be  adjusted.  Americans  deserve  this  layer  of 
accountability  as  they  sacrifice  freedoms  to  counter  the  threat  of 
terrorism. 


One  of  major  lingering  concerns  with  the  current  bill  is  its  overly 

vague  definition  to  ^^terrorism. '^Y  As  now  drafted,  the  definition  could  be 

applied  to  the  pie-throwing  antics  of  an  animal  rights  group. 

Shame  on  Sen.  Trent  Lott,  R-Miss,  for  trying  to  put  a  partsan  edge  onto 
what  should  be  very  judicious  deliberating  by  waring  Democrats  that  if 
another  attack  occurs,  ''=rPeople  are  going  to  wonder  where  you  have  been 
in  giving  the  additional  tools  that  are  needed  ...  to  find  these 
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The  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  October  4,  2001 
Officials  Trying  to  Calm  Fears  of  Bioterror 
Excerpts  from  the  article 

"^  "-But  the  nation'^Y^  response  to  bioterrism  ultimately  relies  on  a 
patchwork  of  neglected  public  hospitals,  cash-strapped  private  medical 
centers  and  medical  supply  lines  that  are  falling  short  of  tetanus  shots 
and  flu  vaccine,  let  alone  supplies  to  treat  gas  attacks  and  biological 
warfare  agents. 

'^^The  system  is  already  very  fragile,  ''y  said  Denny  Martin,  chief  executive 
of  the  California  Association  of  Public  Hospitals.  ^=fTo  add  something 
like  this  on  top  is  a  concern  for  all  of  us.  We'^yre  going  to  be  in 
serious  trouble  in  California  because  our  system  is  so  under-funded,  ^y  ^ ^ 

The  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  October  5,  2001 
MANY  MEDICAL  GROUPS  ARE  NOT  WELL 
Excerpts  from  the  article 

'^'^Only  44  percent  of  California'^lj-s  doctors'^Y  groups  met  all  the  financial 
solvency  standards  required  by  the  state'^TI-s  HMO  regulator,  according  to 
documents  released  yesterday. 

The  documents  provide  the  first  look  into  the  financial  health  of  the 
the  state'^ys  more  that  200  medical  groups,  many  of  which  are  struggling 
financially  .  ,  .^^ 
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Date:  Tue,  09  Oct  2001  07:53:20  -0700 

From:  "Johnny  Holiday/ John  A.  Taube"  <technocrat@technocracysf .org> 

To:  JOE  DORSET  Joe  Dorsey  <jhdorsey@earthlink;.net>, 

Trent  Fisher  <trent@pacif ier . com>, 

NON  TECHNOCRATS  <ronaldm@pacif ier . com>, 

"STEVEHUMAN@aol.com"  <STEVEHUMAN@aol . com>,  CHQ  <chqlll@aol . com>, 

Roger  <cknow@sirius .com>,  Walt  Fryers  <wf ryers@f reenet . edmonton. ab.ca>, 

Pam  <technocratl@juno.com>, 

"holiday@technocracysf . org"  <holiday@technocracysf . org>, 

Victor  Baun  Canada  <dbaun@sk. sympatico. ca>, 

PAUL  CORDSMEYER  <pwcordsmeyer@webtv.net>, 

Leslie  Nicholson  <llwnick@aol . com>, 

"hartl24c41@aol.com"  <hartl24c41@aol . com>, 

"hdiemert@ucalgary.ca"  <hdiemert@ucalgary. ca>, 

Steve  Bottomley  <citizen@vcn.bc. ca>, 

"DDlCamerongaol . com"  <DDlCameron@aol . com>, 

" t rent @gnurd. port land. or .us"  <t rent @gnurd. port land. or .us>, 

george2  wright  <tech-mag@juno . com>, 

HOWARD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv.net>, 

Matthew  <elndryaunda@earthlink.net>, 

xxBetty  Langone  <blangone@ juno . com>, 

xxxbette  hiebert  <bette_hiebert@telus .net>, 

CAROL  Seaton  SEATON  <cswriter@ juno . com>,  MARGARET  <mkm3169@aol . com>, 

"LLwnick22@aol.com"  <LLwnick22@aol . com>, 

HOWARD  RUSHING  <HRRushing@webtv.net>, 

HOWARD  RUSSING  <hrmonad@webtv.net>, 

Caryl  &  Richard  Burnett  <richcary@ipa.net> 
Subject:  WE  SHOULD  KEE  OUR  NOSE  OUT  OF  OTHER  ENTITIES 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

EMAIL  RECEIVED 

I  received  this  email  the  other  day  . 

Subject:  TERRORISM 

Date:  Wed,  12  Sep  2001  22:42:34  EDT 

From:  LLwnick22@aol.com 

TERRORISM  AND  RETALIATION 

Sept.  11,  2001  --  A  great  example  of  terrorism  was  demonstrated  by  the 
attack  on  the  New  York  City  Trade  Center  and  the  Pentagon  at  Washington, 
DC.  Regardless  of  one's  conclusions  concerning  the  criminal  nature  of 
this  act,  and  our  determination  to  retaliate  in  kind,  we  should  think 
carefully  about  the  possibility  of  escalating  the  tempo  of  such 
activities.  We  must  keep  in  mind  that,  regardless  of  the  validity  of  the 
type  of  thinking  which  caused  the  terrorism,  it  was  also  an  act  of 
retaliation  against  the  U.S.  as  a  result  of  American  actions  in  foreign 
affairs.  In  the  "minds"  of  the  terrorists,  (correct  or  not)  we  earned 
what  we  got.  If  we  give  them  more  than  we  received,  they  will 
considerate  it  necessary  to  return  the  "favor"  with  interest.  Where  will 


it  end?  Who  knows,  but  certainly  it  wi 
increasing  the  magnitude  and  become  te 
the  individuals  responsible  and  convic 
thing,  but  to  devastate  some  country  i 
will  be  counterproductive.  Further,  if 
supplier  of  oil  we  may  find  that  our  s 
than  we  expect.  Let  us  not  rush  down  a 
unstable  world.  We  must  remember  that 


11  not  end  with  our  insisting  on 
rrorists  ourselves.  Seeking  out 
ting  them  in  a  world  court  is  one 
n  an  attempt  to  satisfy  our  anger 

that  country  happens  to  be  a 
upply  of  oil  may  be  reduced  sooner 

road  that  leads  to  an  even  more 
if  we  insist  on  assuming  the  right 


to  be  the  world's  policeman,  we  are  going  to  make  enemies  as  well  as 
friends . 


My  suggestion  is  that  we  learn  to  solve  our  own  problems  at  home  before 
we  make  any  serious  effort  to  solve  the  world's  problems.  As  long  as  we 


^^■|tj 


b"-'^-v-rd 


of  some  large  corporations  make  275  times  as  much  as  their  own  factory 
workers,  we  have  more  that  enough  problems  at  home  to  keep  us  busy  for 
quite  some  time  to  come. 

L.  W.  Nicholson  llwnick22@aol.com 

BELOW  ARE  MY  COMMENTS  ON  IT. 

I  find  the  first  paragraph  excellent.  The  second  paragraph  I  would  have 
written  in  a  different  vain  of  thought. 

Ths  suggested  second  paragraph. 

The  tragedy  of  what  happened  at  the  New  York  City  Trade  Center  and  the 
Pentagon,  September  13,  2001,  should  be  a  '^"■wake-up-call . '^  ^ 

We  don'^yt  live  in  a  primitive  agrarian  age;  we  live  in  a 
scientific-technological  age.  The  North  American  continent  must  become 
one  political  entity,  one  entity  that  can,  when  revamped  correctly,  be  a 
self-sustaining  entity.  When  in  place,  it  will  keep  a  "^  "-^gni^s-of  f^  t 
strategy  to  all  other  entities. 

This  should  be  the  only  retaliation  to  the  sad  happenings  of  September 

11th. 
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Date:  Sun,  20  Sep  1998  15:26:05  EDT 

From:  Stan  R  Bartlett  <techstan@ juno. com> 

To:  hdiemert@ucalgary .  ca,  dcaineron@win.bright.net,  sdlforall@juno.com, 

lomarshe@cdsnet . net,  wf ryers@freenet . edmonton. ab. ca 
Subject:  Clarification  : 


Since  the  last  series  of  meetings  in  Vancouver  and  the  CHQ  headquarters 
at  the  SWAMP  LAND  in  the  State  of  Washington,  several  damaging 
discussions, and  talks   between  members  surfaced  centered  around  the  Late 
Howard  Scott,  and     Jacque  Fresco.  Namely  that  Howard  Scott  was  a  racist 
or  leaning  in  that  direction.   Since  this  EX-member  spent  many  days, and 
years  with  the  Chief, (  as  he  was  known)  the  subject   about  race  etc. 
never  entered  the  picture.  If  a  personality  of  conflict  existed,  this  is 
unknown  as  Howard  Scott  passed  away  on  Jan. 1st  1970  and  the  first  meeting 
with  Mr  Fresco  took  place  in  Miami  at  the  same 
date. 

According  to  the  history  of  the  association  of  Mr  Fresco  that 
is  available  to  this  writer,   Mr  Fresco  was  discharged  from  the  military 
forces  on  medical  grounds.   Mr  Fresco  joined  Technocracy  Dec.  14th,  1938 
in  Hawthorne  Ca,  and  dropped  his  membership  on  April  21,1939  and 
re-joined  Dec.  1943  in  Dayton,  OH  and  dropped  out  Jan.  22nd, 1945  There  is 
no  appearance  that  Technocracy  rejected  Mr  Fresco  and  if  Technocracy  or 
Howard  Scott  was  a  racist,  why  would 
Mr  Fresco  want  to  re-join  etc. 

In  checking  the  various  changes  Technocracy  has  or   made  over  the 
years, 

at  one  time  membership  was  not   accepted  from  aliens.  Later, this  changed 
to 

only  North  Americans.  Whether  this  was  a  strategy  move  or  a  legality,  is 
un- 
known. The  fact  of  the  matter, this  is  a  minor  item  and  as  times 
changed, changes 
have  been  incorporated. 

The  downside  of  the  bickering  has  practically  destroyed  the  "MOST 
IMPORTANT  ORGANIZATION  IN  THE  HISTORY  OF  MAN'  and  THAT  to  in-stall 
the  design  to  avert<  CHAOS!    The  question,"  Where  do  We  go  from  HERE! 

S.  Daytona,  Florida,  USA 

RD8129  Technocracy  Inc. 

techstan@ juno . com 
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Date:  Tue,  01  Sep  1998  13:38:18  -0700 
From:  Lois  Scheel  <lomarshe@cdsnet . net> 
To:  Technocracy  <Technocracy@pacifier . com> 
Cc :  Technocrats  <Technocrats@pacifier . com> 
Subject:  TRENDEVENTS  part  3 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

ECONOMIC  CHAOS  REINS  THROUGHOUT  ASIA 

In  spite  of  the  phenomenal  economic  growth  of  the  Pacific  Rim  countries, 
none  has  escaped  the  domino  effect  that  has  beset  their  financial  and 
economic  state  of  affairs.   South  Korea  is  one  of  the  countries  in  the 
region  that  developed  into  the  11th  productive  nation  in  the  world.   Now 
it  finds  its  economy  in  disarray  with  debts  into  the  billions  of  dollars 
and  has  no  way  to  meet  the  obligations  of  its  creditors.   Financed  by 
multinational  corporations  and  foreign  investors  that  have  businesses 
and  holdings  there,  it  finds  itself  between  a  rock  and  a  hard  place  as 
debts  continue  to  mount. 


There  are  increasing  doubts  that  the  bailout  by  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  of  $57  billion  will  be  adequate  to  stop  the  financial  and 
economic  hemorrhaging  that  South  Korea  is  now  going  through.   There  are 
reports  that  it  will  take  at  least  $150  billion  to  bring  about  some 
stability  to  the  financial  and  currency  crisis  of  South  Korea.   Like  the 
rest  of  the  Pacific-Asia  countries,  it  has  been  plagued  with  speculative 
over-building,  nonperforming  loans  and  investments,  and  the  underwriting 
of  the  banks  to  keep  its  industrial  and  business  conglomerates  afloat. 
(Two  of  its  former  Presidents  were  jailed  for  collusion,  corruption  and 
accepting  bribes  and  recently  released  by  the  newly  elected  President.) 

In  the  past.  South  Korea  has  had  a  strict  restrictive  trade  policy.   The 
government  has  vigilantly  guarded  its  automobile  and  computer  chip 
industries  from  foreign  competition  by  providing  unending  loans, 
incentives,  tax  benefits,  high  tariffs  and  other  trade  barriers  to  keep 
the  share  of  its  domestic  market  by  foreign  countries  to  a  minimum.   But 
by  accepting  the  loan  from  the  IMF,  it  will  have  to  restructure  its 
financial  system  and  open  up  its  markets  and  financial  services  to 
foreign  investors  and  other  vested  interests. 

Already  the  parliament  of  South  Korea  has  passed  a  law  simplifying  the 
procedure  for  companies  to  fire  workers.   Union  leaders  have  charged 
that  this  law  will  throw  out  of  work  at  least  1.5  million  Korean  workers 
this  year,  and  they  have  vowed  to  fight  this  law  to  keep  their  jobs.  The 
requirements  by  the  IMF  for  a  loan  to  carry  out  its  austerity  program 
will  only  aggravate  South  Korea's  economic  problems  and  create  an 
explosive  situation  of  uncontrollable  social  unrest.  This  in  turn  will 
provide  opportunities  for  foreign  financial  and  business  interests  to 
capitalize  on  the  calamity  of  South  Korea's  financial  and  economic 
plight.   (South  Korea's  largest  carmaker,  Hyundai  Motor  Company,  has 
slashed  production  60  percent  because  of  mounting  inventory  of  unsold 
cars.   Hyundai  produced  5000  cars  a  day  before  the  financial  crisis  hit 
the  country.   It  is  producing  only  2000  cars  a  day  now.   A  strike  by 
13,300  unionized  workers  at  Kia  Motors  Corporation,  who  took  to  the 
streets  in  Seoul's  anti-government  rally  demanding  job  security, 
halted  production  at  South  Korea's  third-largest  automaker.) 

Next^-I^'i'^i'^^^cial-Currency  Meltdown  all-Embracing 
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Date:  Sun,  30  Aug  1998  17:33:10  -0700 
From:  Lois  Scheel  <lomarshe@cdsnet . net> 
To:  Technocracy  <Technocracy@pacifier . com> 
Cc :  Technocrats  <Technocrats@pacifier . com> 
Subject:  TRENDEVENTS — part  2 

ASIA'S  GROWING  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  &  THE  PITFALLS  OF  FINANCIAL  SYSTEM 

How  was  it  possible  for  the  economies  of  these  undeveloped  and 
developing  countries  to  grow  at  such  a  fast  and  high  rate?   The  economic 
development  of  the  Pacific  Rim  countries  was  hastened  from  by-passing 
many  of  the  trials  and  errors  that  other  nations  had  to  go  through 
during  the  industrial  revolution,  and  by  acquiring  and  applying  the  most 
advanced  and  efficient  methods  in  the  production  of  goods  and  products. 
>From  their  economic  progress  they  were  in  a  position  to  receive 
financial  credit  and  to  provide  financial  assistance  and  make  reciprocal 
trade  agreements  that  would  be  beneficial  to  all  of  the  countries  in  the 
region. 

But  as  their  productivity  and  gross  product  increased,  and  as  the 
momentum  of  their  economic  growth  and  development  surpassed  all 
expectations,  it  was  assumed  that  the  Pacific  Rim  "tigers"  would  catch 
up  or  even  surpass  the  industrial  nations  of  the  West.   But  given  the 
inherent  characteristics  of  a  monetary  system,  these  most  promising 
developing  countries  fell  into  the  same  pitfalls  that  are  inevitable 
when  operating  within  the  framework  of  a  financial  and  price  system. 

Of  all  the  countries  in  Southeast  and  Southwest  Asia,  Japan  has  been  the 
leader  in  the  economic  growth  and  development  in  the  region.   While 
Japan's  Gross  National  Product  has  surpassed  most  of  the  industrial 
nations  in  the  world  with  the  exception  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
past  seven  or  eight  years  its  economy  has  been  mired  down  from 
over-extended  loans,  debts  and  poor  investments.   Japan's  Minister  of 
Finance  estimates  that  its  problem  loans  amount  to  $223  billion,  but 
U.S.  bankers  believe  the  figure  is  much  higher  because  of  the  slipshod 
disclosure  methods  used  by  Japan's  financial  institutions.   It  is  no 
wonder  that  those  banks  and  businesses  in  the  United  States  that  have 
made  loans  and  have  assets  in  Japan  are  apprehensive  about  their 
investments  as  a  number  of  Japan's  largest  banks,  credit  and  businesses 
are  in  trouble.   And  adding  to  Japan's  financial  and  economic  crisis, 
Japan's  banks  made  $299  billion  in  loans  in  1996  to  ten  of  the  Asian 
countries  in  the  region  (including  Hong  Kong),   that  are  now  having  the 
same  financial  and  economic  problems  as  Japan.   (Asian  countries  account 
for  44  percent  of  Japan's  exports.) 

In  its  gloomiest  assessment  of  Japan's  business  outlook  in  two  decades, 
the  government  recently  reported  that  the  economy  is  stagnating,  and  it 
is  unclear  when  growth  will  resume.   The  Bank  of  Japan's  recent 
quarterly  survey  reported  that  the  biggest  companies  in  Japan  cited 
sluggish  economic  growth  at  home  and  worries  about  the  impact  of  Asia's 
financial  crisis  for  their  deepest  pessimism.   Adding  to  what  has  become 
a  consenus  among  observers  of  Japan's  economic  condition,  Norio  Ohga, 
chairman  of  Sony  Corporation  speaking  to  reporters  in  Tokyo  shortly 
after  the  Japanese  central  bank's  release  of  its  latest  survey  on  the 
nation's  economy  said:   "The  Japanese  economy  is  on  the  verge  of 
collapsing.   If  the  economic  situation  continues  to  decline... it  will  no 
doubt  have  a  damaging  effect  on  the  world  economy."   He  warned  that  the 
robust  American  economy  could  take  a  hit  if  Japan's  economy  continues  to 
slump.   "Even  the  U.S.  economy  will  not  be  able  to  maintain  its  healthy 
state,"  he  said. 


Corporate  confidence  in  Japan's  economy  has  hit  an  all-time  low.   And 
Japanese  companies  are  blaming  the  government  for  not  implementing 
effective  measures  to  stimulate  business.   But  up  to  this  point,  the 
Japanese  government  has  been  reluctant  in  putting  into  place  any 
measures  that  they  consider  might  have  a  harmful  effect  on  the  economy 
of  the  nation. 
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Journal"  (3/23/98)  goes  into  considerable  detail  concerning  Japan's 
economic  position  and  policies.   The  insistence  of  U.S.  pressure  on 
Japan  to  stimulate  its  economy  by  cutting  taxes,  raising  spending  by  at 
least  10  trillion  yen  ($76.52  billion),  open  up  its  import  markets  and 
work  with  the  International  Monetary  Fund  to  restore  its  credit  and  debt 
structure  has  met  with  considerable  resistance.   Japan's  government 
officials  are  warning  the  Clinton  Administration  that  its 
recommendations  to  stimulate  Japan's  domestic  consumption  are  "not 
constructive."   The  newly  appointed  Finance  Minister,  Hikaru  Matsunaga, 
has  made  it  clear  that  Japan  would  judge  on  its  own  what  economic 
stimulus  to  deploy.   "We  don't  plan  to  draft  stimulus  steps  based  on  the 
direction  by  other  countries." 

While  there  have  been  some  conflicting  viewpoints  as  to  what  Japan's 
intentions  are  to  stimulate  its  sagging  economy,  Japanese  Prime  Minister 
Ryutaro  Hashimoto  defended  his  government's  economic  policies  at  a 
recent  summit  held  in  London  by  the  European  and  Asian  Countries.   His 
highly  touted  tax  cut,  which  includes  a  $340  savings  to  the  average 
Japanese  household,  has  been  criticized  by  economists  as  not  being 
enough  to  reverse  Japan's  economic  slide.   And  there  is  a  serious 
concern,  especially  in  the  United  States,  that  the  weakness  in  Japan's 
yen  will  result  in  a  flood  of  goods  and  products  into  the  export  markets 
and  will  continue  to  raise  U.S.  trade  deficits  that  are  already  the 
largest  in  the  world. 

Repercussions  from  Japan's  economic  stagnation  has  brought  increasing 
hardships  to  the  Japanese  people.   The  once  guaranteed  security  of 
Japanese  work  in  their  jobs  has  come  to  an  end.   Businesses  and  industry 
are  downsizing  and  permanently  terminating  workers  as  the  once  booming 
economy  is  now  going  through  its  most  critical  period. 


What  seems  ironic  in  what  is  happening  in  Japan  at  this  j 
fact  that  the  Japanese  people  have  trillions  of  dollars  i 
because  of  the  continued  decline  and  uncertainty  in  the  c 
economy  they  have  become  extra  cautious  of  cashing  in  or 
funds  on  what  is  not  necessary  in  the  present  circumstanc 
privy  to  the  malpractices  of  Japan's  banking  and  financia 
and  the  collusion  that  has  taken  place  between  government 
the  business-financial  establishment,  the  Japanese  people 
confidence  and  are  skeptical  of  the  country's  leadership 
direction  the  nation  is  going  at  the  present  time.   (It  c 
the  trillions  of  dollars  in  savings  by  the  Japanese  peopl 
paper,  and  it  is  doubtful  that  those  banks  and  financial 
that  are  still  solvent  in  Japan  have  the  reserves  to  cove 
savings . ) 
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The  government  of  Japan  has  been  seriously  considering  withdrawing  some 
of  the  country's  investments  it  has  in  U.S.  government  securities  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  some  of  its  debt  obligations  and  as  a  means  to 
stimulate  its  economy.   Considering  the  government  of  the  United  States 
depends  on  Japan  and  other  foreign  investments  when  it  comes  to  selling 
and  auctioning  off  its  securities,  the  question  comes  up  as  to  what 
impact  will  this  have  on  the  U.S.  economy  and  the  government  of  the 
United  States  that  already  has  the  largest  debt  of  any  nation  in  the 
world.   Without  the  creation  of  debt,  this  economy  and  the  operation  of 
the  Government  would  collapse  and  become  inoperative.  (Next,  Economic 
Chaos  Reigns  Throughout  Asia) 


By  Clyde  Wilson   (May  1998) 
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Date:  Sun,  30  Aug  1998  15:08:39  -0700 
From:  Lois  Scheel  <lomarshe@cdsnet .net> 
To:  Technocrats  <Technocrats@pacifier . com> 
Subject:  TRENDEVENTS 

[The  following  text  is  in  the  "iso-8859-1"  character  set] 
[Your  display  is  set  for  the  "US-ASCII"  character  set] 
[Some  characters  may  be  displayed  incorrectly] 

ANALYSIS  OF  TRENDS  AND  EVENTS  IN  THE  NEWS 

Superfinancial  System  in  State  of  Chaos 

The  financial  and  currency  meltdown  among  the  Asia-Pacific  countries  has 
created  a  chaotic  condition  that  could  engulf  the  financial  and  trade 
markets  throughout  the  world.   Even  with  the  intercedence  of  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  as  a  lender  of  last  resort,  the  attempt  to 
restore  stability  and  confidence  in  the  financial  and  monetary  system 
may  act  as  only  a  temporary  stopgap.   The  magnitude  of  this  crisis  will 
no  doubt  have  a  lingering  and  damaging  impact  on  the  economies  of  Asia 
and  the  rest  of  the  world. 


While  the  off 
of  failing  to 
Pacific  Rim  c 
currencies  we 
concern  that 
assumed  that 
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annual  growth 
Malaysia,  Tha 


icials  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  have  been  accused 

sound  a  warning  alarm  when  it  became  evident  that  the 
ountries  were  overextending  their  limits  of  debts  and  their 
re  being  devalued  at  an  atypical  rate,  there  was  hardly  any 
these  countries  were  in  serious  financial  trouble  as  it  was 
they  would  continue  their  phenomenal  economic  growth  and 
South  Korea,  Taiwan,  Singapore  and  China  had  shown  an 
rate  of  16  to  20  percent  since  the  mid-1970s,  with 
iland  and  Indonesia  not  far  behind. 


In  an  article  that  appeared  in  "The  Wall  Street  Journal"  by  Brett 
Fromson,  he  wrote  that  many  of  the  "experts"  in  the  world  of  high 
finance  advised  that  no  one  could  ignore  the  Pacific  Rim  countries  as 
being  an  investors'  paradise.   And  just  a  month  before  the  financial 
distress  signals  became  evident,  the  Money  Magazine  carried  headlines 
about  the  dazzling  earnings  and  spectacular  profits  of  these  world's 
fastest  growing  economies.   The  euphoria  became  contagious  among  the 
financial  communities,  multinationals,  brokerage  houses,  governments  and 
even  praise  by  the  International  Monetary  Fund.   But  as  Fromson 
concluded  in  his  article,  it  was  mass  self-delusion  among  those  experts 
who  seldom  spot  the  important  market  turns . 

Before  the  failure  of  the  financial  and  monetary  structure  of  the 
Southeast  and  Southwest  Asia  countries,  the  main  concern  of  the 
industrial  nations  was  centered  on  what  has  been  referred  to  as  "hot 
money."   In  June  of  1995,  the  Group  of  Seven  industrial  nations  held  a 
Summit  for  the  specific  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  problem  of  "hot 
money, "  a  multitrillion  pool  of  capital  that  races  around  the  world 
dealing  and  searching  for  those  stocks,  bonds  and  currency  markets  that 
bring  the  highest  returns  each  day.   There  is  the  concern  and  fear  that 
these  practices  could  cause  serious  damage  and  shut  down  the  entire 
system  of  handling  all  financial  transactions  and  exchanges  worldwide. 

So  far  there  has  not  been  any  effective  plan  formulated  to  stop  or 
curtail  the  problem  caused  by  "hot  money."  As  John  M.  Barry  brought  out 
in  his  article  that  appeared  in  The  Washington  Post  Weekly  Edition  of 
April  24-30,  1995:   "In  this  age  of  electronic  money,  the  volitility  of 
currencies  worldwide,  and  the  rapid  mobility  and  magnitude  of  money ''•||-^ I" 
there  was  $418  trillion  in  currency  transactions  and  exchanges  by  the 
United  States  and  international  banks  in  1988^|-^|-makes  drafting  of  any 
effective  controls  to  meet  this  problem  unlikely  (or  improbable) .   This 
situation  along  with  the  present  financial  and  debt  crisis  in  Asia  has 
all  the  elements  to  bring  about  serious  long-term  repercussions  to  the 
economies  of  the  world." 


At  the  same  Summit  on  the  issue  of  "hot  money",  the  Clinton 
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developing  countries  from  employing  risky  economic  and  financial 
strategies,  such  as  the  free  fall  of  Mexico's  currency  in  which  the 
United  States  and  the  American  people  got  stuck  again  with  billions  of 
dollars  to  bail  out  Mexico's  economy.   But  who  would  have  thought  among 
the  government  and  financial  experts  that  the  Pacific  Rim  countries' 
financial  structure  would  be  in  a  state  of  collaps  when  they  have  had 
unprecedented  economic  growth  and  development  since  World  War  II. 
(Next:   Asia's  Growing  Economic  Development  and  the  Pitfalls  of  the 
Financial  System. ) 


By  Clyde  Wilson,  May  1998 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Facility"  <Facillty@EPL.CA> 

To:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

Sent:  Thursday,  July  06,  2006  8:52  AM 

Subject:  RE:  Summer  Sched. 

Hi    Walter, 

I've  deleted  your  bookings  between  July  and  August. 

Please  note  that  Room  27  may  not  be  available  during  September  and 
November  on  some  of  your  requested  days.   Due  to  a  renovation  on  the 

4^   floor  of  the  Milner  building,  I've  had  to  relocate  bookings  to 
Room  27. 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  require  anything  further! 

Thanks ! 

Maria-Elizabeth  Vicente,  BA,  MA,  MLIS 

Facilities  Coordinator 

Plant  and  Transportation  Division 

Stanley  A.  Milner  Library 

7  Sir  Winston  Churchill  Square 

Edmonton ,  AB 

T5J  2V4 

Phone  (780)  496-7080 

Fax  (780)  496-1885 

E-Mail:  facility@epl . ca 

Web  Site:  http://www.epl.ca 


From:  Walter  Fryers  [mailto:wfryers@telus.net] 
Sent:  Wednesday,  July  05,  2006  1:53  PM 
To:  Facility 
Subject:  Summer  Sched. 

Marie:  We  will  not  be  able  to  support  much  of  a  program  during  July  and  August,  so  you  may  as  well  delete  our 
reservations  on  Room  27  or  alternate  until  September. 

I'll  plan  to  be  away  most  of  that  time  at  my  cabin  in  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  area.  I'll  be  in  touch  when  I  get  back  to 
renew  our  reservations  on  Room  27  for  Sundays  and  Tuesdays,  from  2  to  4  pm.,  and  for  Saturdays  2  to  5  pm. 
Walt  Fryers,  Organizer  for  R.D.  11 353,  Technocracy  Inc. 


7/6/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Facility"  <Facility@EPL.CA> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  July  05,  2006  1 :52  PM 

Subject:  Summer  Sched. 

Marie:  We  will  not  be  able  to  support  much  of  a  program  during  July  and  August,  so  you  may  as  well  delete  our 
reservations  on  Room  27  or  alternate  until  September. 

I'll  plan  to  be  away  most  of  that  time  at  my  cabin  in  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  area.  I'll  be  in  touch  when  I  get  back  to 
renew  our  reservations  on  Room  27  for  Sundays  and  Tuesdays,  from  2  to  4  pm.,  and  for  Saturdays  2  to  5  pm. 
Walt  Fryers,  Organizer  for  R.D.  1 1353,  Technocracy  Inc. 


7/5/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:         "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Schoettler,  Tyson"  <tysons@ece.ualberta.ca>;  "Blanes,  Allan"  <alanblanes@hotmall.com>; 

"DesJardins,  William"  <bill@technocracy.ca>;  "Fryers,  Walter  R."  <wfryers@telus.net>;  "Gregory, 
John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca>;  "Gregory,  Lillian"  <lmgregory@shaw.ca>;  "Kordellas,  Nicolas" 
<nick.kordellas@utoronto.ca>;  "McCormick,  Lynn"  <MiGkilyn@interbaun.com>;  "Melnychuk,  Lee" 
<sscweb@ualberta.ca>;  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com>;  "Smith,  Boyd" 
<norca@interbaun.com>;  "Woodward,  Richard"  <rdawoodward@msn.com> 

Sent:  Monday.  March  13,  2006  3:41  PM 

Subject:      Saturday  aftemoon  task  force 

Arrangements  have  t>een  made  with  the  Library  Facilities  Officer  to  let  us  have  Room  6-27  (our  usual  meeting 
room)  for  the  period  2  to  5  pm  on  Saturday  afternoons  to  set  up  the  room  for  our  Sunday  meetings.  The  set-up 
can  be  quite  a  chore  in  itself  -  too  much  for  the  spare  time  before  meetings.  This  Saturday  aftemoon  period  will 
serve,  in  addition  to  the  set-up  chore,  as  a  work  session  to  develop  plans  and  projects  for  additional  Outreach 
activities  and  other  organizational  efforts. 

Volunteers  welcome  and  needed.  In  fact  you  might  find  it  convenient  to  combine  shopping  downtown,  or  a  library 
visit,  or  an  event  in  the  Square,  with  a  stopover  at  the  office,  which  will  be  open  from  2  to  5  pm.  There  will  be  time 
out  for  coffee  at  Second  Cup  or  another  of  the  many  eateries  nearby.  Enjoy. 

About  parking:  the  cost  is  just  $1 .00  for  3  hours.  Proceed  to  Level  2,  and  follow  the  Library  arrows  on  the  pillars 
to  the  Library  entrance  at  Basement  Level.  There  is  usually  lots  of  room  near  the  entrance. 

Most  bus  lines  and  the  LRT  stop  at  or  very  near  the  Library. 

Peak  Oil  is  closing  in  on  an  unwary  society.  Help  us  do  our  part  at  this  most  critical  -  and  exciting  - 
time. 


Not  all  our  members  are  on  email.  (Only  half  of  them.)  Spread  the  word. 
Organizer. 


Visitors  welcome  too.     Walt  Fryers, 


3/13/2006 
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Waiter  Fryers 


From:         "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Schoettler,  Tyson"  <tysons@ece.ualberta.ca>;  "Blanes,  Allan"  <alanblanes@hotmail.com>; 

"DesJardins,  William"  <bill@technocracy.ca>;  "Fryers,  Walter  R."  <wfryers@telus.net>;  "Gregory, 
John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca>;  "Gregory,  Lillian"  <lmgregory@shaw.ca>;  "Kordellas,  Nicolas" 
<nick.kordellas@utoronto.ca>;  "McCormick,  Lynn"  <Mickilyn@interbaun.com>;  "Melnychuk,  Lee" 
<sscweb@ualberta.ca>;  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com>;  "Smith,  Boyd" 
<norca@interbaun.com>;  "Woodward,  Richard"  <rdawoodward@msn.com> 

Sent:  Monday,  March  13,  2006  2:51  PM 

Subject:      Outreach  event 

Our  Technocracy  group  proposes  to  schedule,  once  a  month,  a  Sunday  meeting  especially  directed  to  having 
visitors,  so  that  members  can  make  a  special  effort  to  entice  friends,  relatives  and  whoever  to  come  visit  us.  We 
will  try  to  set  up  the  meeting  room  for  such  an  event,  including  perhaps  a  coffee  and  cookies  sidetable.  A  short 
film  may  be  included. 

The  first  such  event  is  this  coming  Sunday,  19  March  2006,  at  the  usual  time  -  2  pm.  Pass  the  word  and  bring 
your  visitors. 

Parking  infonnation  might  be  helpful.  The  charge  is  $1 .00  for  the  first  three  hours,  which  should  cover  the  event. 
Drivers  should  proceed  to  Level  2  and  follow  the  Library  arrows  on  the  pillars.  There  is  usually  lots  of  room  close 
to  library  access  at  basement  level.     Walt  Fryers. 


3/13/2006 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:         "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

To:  "Callaway,  Katherine"  <kaycal@shaw.ca>;  "Callaway,  Douglas"  <dougcallaway@shaw.ca>; 

"Roan,  Linda"  <ljeannebeck@hotnnail.conn>;  "Roan,  Winston"  <roan@telusplanet.net> 
Cc:  "Rennick,  Howard"  <hsrennick@yahoo.com>;  "Gregory,  John"  <johngregory@shaw.ca> 

Sent:  Monday,  March  13,  2006  4:24  PM 

Subject:      Sunday  Meet,  19  March2006 

Welcome  to  a  special  meeting  for  visitors  at  our  Edmonton  Technocracy  Group,  2pm  -4pm,  Sunday,  19  March 
2006. 

Parking  under  the  library  is  $1 .00  for  3  hours,  Sat/Sun.  Proceed  to  Level  2,  then  follow  the  Library  Arrows  on  the 
pillars  to  the  Basement  Level  Entrance  to  the  Library.  There  Is  usually  lots  of  parking  room  near  the  Entrance. 

Most  bus  lines  and  the  LRT  stop  at  or  very  near  the  Library. 

We  plan  to  have  coffee  and  cookies  on  a  side  table.  A  short  film  may  be  shown. 

Our  concern  is  focussed  on  the  catastrophic  effect  of  Peak  Oil  in  the  near  future,  and  Technocracy  as  "Plan  B". 
Walt  Fryers. 


3/13/2006 
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the  following  is  a  list  of  rooms  booked  for  Technocracy  events.  I  booked  you  for  6  months  instead  of  the  usual 
three.  If  for  some  reason  you  don't  renew  your  6'^  floor  tenant  lease  in  April,  just  let  us  know  and  we'll  cancel  your 
April-June  bookings.  If  you  don't  see  certain  Tuesdays  or  Sundays  (I  think  there  are  only  two  dates  where  I 
couldn't  get  you  a  room  at  all,  sometime  in  January).  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Maria  in  Facilities, 
she  is  replacing  me  for  four  months  from  Jan  -  April  2006.  All  your  bookings  are  in  Room  27,  6'^  floor. 

Jan 3/8/10/15/17         ^fCiu     c^-vv         9^^/<3^      ca-v       X^/3  i     ? 
Feb  5/7/12/14/19/21/26/28 


Mar  5/7/12/14/19/21/26 

April  2/4/9/11/18/23/25/30 

May  2/7/9/14/16/21/23/28/30 

June  4/6/11/13/18/20/27 

thanks 
Shara. 
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Walter  Fryers 


From:  "Facility"  <Facility@EPL.CA> 

To:  "Walter  Fryers"  <wfryers@telus.net> 

Sent:  Wednesday,  June  07,  2006  1 :28  PM 

Subject:  Room  Bookings  For  Technocracy 

Hi   Walter, 

I  have  yet  to  hear  back  from  the  group  about  this  Saturday.   I  will 
let  you  know  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  them. 

As  for  the  bookings  for  the  rest  of  the  year,  this  is  what  I  have  for 
you: 

June  17  and  24  -  Room  27 

July  1  -  No  booking.  Library  Closed  For  Canada  Day 

July  8,  15,  22,  29  -  Room  27 

August  5,  12,  19,  26  -  Room  27 

Sept  2,  9,  16,  23  -  Room  27 

Sept  30  -  Room  not  available 

Oct  7,  14,  21,  28  -  Room  27 

Nov  4,  18,  25  -  Room  27 

Nov  11  -  No  booking.  Library  Closed  For  Rememberance  Day 

Dec  2  -  Room  not  available 

Dec  9,  16,  23,  30  -  Room  27 

Please  let  me  know  if  you  have  any  further  questions! 

Thanks ! 

Maria 

Maria-Elizabeth  Vicente,  BA,  MA,  MLIS 

Facilities  Coordinator 

Plant  and  Transportation  Division 

Stanley  A.  Milner  Library 

7  Sir  Winston  Churchill  Square 

Edmonton ,  AB 

T5J  2V4 

Phone  (780)  496-7080 

Fax  (780)  496-1885 

E-Mail:    facility@epl . ca 

Web   Site:    http://www.epl.ca 


6/8/2006 
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2006-05-07  New  schedule  11353 

New  Technocracy  RD-11353  A  Monthly  Schedule  of  Events  Proposal 

Tuesdays:       Business  Meeting        2PM-3 :30PM 
Saturdays:      Technocracy  Training  and  Education 

2Pm-3Pm  Technocracy  Study  Course  (two  Lessons  per  session) 

3:00-3:15  Break 

3:15-4:15  Technocracy  Training 
Sundays:        Public  Outreach 

First:   Lecture/Presentation 

Second:  Technocracy  Film/Book  Study  (public) 

Third:   Technocracy  Film/Book  Study  (Members-Only) 

Fourth:  Social  Event 
Sunday  schedule  will  repeat  every  four  weeks,  instead  of  every  calender  month, 


file:///home/murcloc/Rles/Technocracy/New  schedule  11353 
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